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STATE    OF    WISCONSIN 


IN    SENATE. 


SUBSTITUTE  AMENDMENT  NO.  _-.  S..  TO  JT.  RES. 

NO.  3,  S. 

February  5.  1909. — Offered  by  Committee  on  Conference: 

Providing  for  a  legislative  investigation  regarding  the  alleged 
corrupt  and  unlawful  use  of  money  by  candidates  for  the  United 
States  senate  in  the  last  primary  campaign  and  primary  election. 

Whereas,  Charges  have  bun  made  relating  to  alleged  corrupt 
and  unlawful  use  of  money  by  candidates  for  nomination  to  the 
office  of  United  States  senat<  r  in  the  last  primary  campaign  and 
primary  election  :  and 

Whereas,  An  investigation  should  be  had   for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  facts  with  reference  to  Mich  corrupt  and  unlaw  " 
acts;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  senate,  the  assembly  concurring.  That  a  commit- 
tee coil.;  -ting  of  three  members  of  the  senate  and  five  member-  <>i" 
die  assembly  be  appointed  by  the  presiding  officers  of  each  house. 
respectively,  a-  a  joint  committee  to  investigate  fully,  thoroughly 
and  fairly  into  the  manner,  means  and  methods  by  which  the  la.-t 
primary  campaign  is  claimed  to  have  been  corruptly  or  unlawfully 
conducted,  and  every  charge  of  corrupt  or  unlawful  conduct  or 
acts  on  the  part  of  any  candidate  for  United  States  senator  in  the 
last  primal')-  campaign  and  primary  election;  be  it  further 
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Resolved,  That  the  committee  shall  have  the  right  to  employ  a 
stenographer  or  stenographers  and  such  other  assistance  as  may 
be  necessary ; 

That  any  candidate  for  the  United  States  senate  under  invi 
gation  may  appear  by  attorney  or  attorneys;  and  the  committee 
shall  have  the  right  to  employ  an  attorney  or  attorneys  for  the 
committee; 

That  any  three  members  may  require  any  witnesses  to  he  sub- 
poenaed and  examined  and  upon  the  vote  of  any  three  members 
testimony  shall  be  received  and  any  three  members  may  require 
any  witness  to  answer  and  may  require  the  production  of  any 
books,  records,  documents  and  papers; 

That  the  committee  shall  commence  its  session  forthwith  at 
.Madison  in  a  room  to  be  provided  by  the  superintendent  of  public 
property  for  such  purpose  and  continue  in  session  until  the  fif- 
teenth day  of  March,  1909.  not  less  than  six  hours  of  each  secular 
day  for  the  taking  of  testimony  unless  temporary  or  final  adjourn- 
ment is  determined  upon  by  two-thirds  of  the  committee; 

That  the  deposition  of  any  witness  may  be  taken  within  the  state 
when  such  witness  is  sick  and  unable  to  attend  or  without  the  state 
upon  the  request  of  any  three  members,  fixing  the  time  and  place 
before  any  officer  authorized  by  law  to  take  depositions. 

Be  it  further  resolved.  That  such  committee  shall  report  t<>  die- 
senate  and  assembly  in  full  upon  the  matters  referred  to  in  these 
resolutions  with  the  evidence  and  their  findings  on  or  before  the 
fifteenth  day  of  March,  1909. 


JT.  RES.  XO.  3,  S. 

January   13,   1909. — Introduced  by   Senator   Husting.      Read  first 
and  second  times  and  laid  over  to  January  [9. 

Joint  resolution  providing  for  a  legislative  investigation  of  the 

last  primary  election. 

Whereas,  Tn  the  campaign  preceding  the  last  primary  election 
it  was  openly  and  publicly  charged  by  many  of  the  leading  men 
and  newspapers  of  this  state  that  certain  candidates  for  the  nom- 
ination for  the  United  States  senate  from  Wisconsin  were  using 
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excessively  large  sums  of  money  in  divers  improper  or  illegal  ways, 
for  the  purpose  of  controlling  the  nomination  for  United  States 
senator ; 

And  whereas,  Following  such  primary  election  it  was  again 
charged  by  a  very  large  and  respectable  portion  of  the  public  press 
of  this  state  that  the  results  of  said  primary  election  were  deter- 
mined by  the  excessive  and  improper,  or  illegal,  use  of  mone)  ; 

And  whereas.  Such  charges  have  been  repeated  from  the  public 
platform  b)  men  high  in  public  station  in  this  and  ether  states,  and 
by  the  leaders  of  all  political  parties  in  this  state; 

And  whereas,  The  second  strongest  political  party  of  the  state 
has  solemnly  charged  in  its  platform  that  the  results  of  said  pri- 
mary election  and  the  nomination  for  the  highest  office  in  the  gift 
of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  were  purchased  by  debauching  the  elect- 
ors of  the  state  by  the  excessive  and  unlawful  use  of  money  ; 

And  whereas.  Nearly  one-half  of  the  delegates  of  the  platform 
convention  of  the  dominant  political  party  in  this  state  made  like 
charges  and  demanded  an  investigation  of  said  charges  and  the 
conduct  of  said  primary  campaign; 

And  whereas.  All  other  candidates  excepting  the  successful 
candidate  in  the  election  that  followed  have  each  filed  the  expenses 
of  his  campaign,  and  the  successful  candidate  has  refused  so  to 
do; 

And  whereas,  Wisconsin  has  been  the  leading  state  of  the 
Union  in  election  reforms,  and  especially  in  primary  election  re- 
forms and  legislation,  and  other  states  look  to  our  state  not  only 
for  precept  but  for  example  in  that  respect ; 

Xow,  therefore,  in  the  interest  of  good  government,  and  to  the 
end  that  said  charges  and  the  entire  conduct  of  the  entire  primary 
campaign  and  election  may  be  fully  investigated  and  the  truth 
made  known,  and  that  primary  elections  may  be  vindicated  and  the 
defects  in  our  primary  law  may  he  "made  known  and  corrected, 
and  the  use  of  money  limited  and  restricted,  and  to  the  end  that 
in  such  elections  integrity  and  fitness  may  control  rather  than 
money,  therefore, 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  assembly,  the  senate  concurring.  That  a 
committee  of  three  (3)  senators  and  three  (3)  members  of  the 
assembly  be  appointed  fully,  fairly,  thoroughly  and  impartially 
to  investigate  the  manner,  means  and  methods  by  which  the  last 
primary  campaign  and  primary  election  were  conducted,  so  far 
as  the  same  relates  directlv  or  indirectly  to  the  nomination  of  can- 
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didates  for  the  United  Stales  senate  and  members  of  the  senate 
and  assembly  who  would  be  called  on  to  vote  upon  (he  election  of 

Mich  senator. 

Be  it  further  resolved.  That  the  permanenl  presiding  officer  of 
the  .senate  and  assembly  shall  appoint  the  members  of  such  com- 
mittee from  their  respective  Ik 'dies. 

Be  it  further  resolved,  That  in  the  exercise  of  the  power  con- 
ferred upon  them  the  said  committee  by  subpoena  issued  over  the 
signature  of  the  chairman  or  acting  chairman  of  the  committee 
and  served  in  the  manner  that  the  circuit  court  subpoenas  are 
served,  die  said  committee  may  summon  and  compel  the  attend- 
ance of  witnesses  and  the  production  of  all  books,  papers,  docu- 
ments and  records  necessary  or  convenient  to  he  examined  or  used 
by  them  as  witnesses,  and  may  do  all  things  which  may  to  them, 
appear  to  be  necessary  or  convenient  to  a  full  examination  and 
investigation  as  directed  herein. 

The  committee  shall  have  power  to  employ  stenographers, 
clerks  and  assistants  as  they  may  he  necessary. 

The  committee  shall  also  have  power  by  any  member  thereof 
to  administer  to  persons  produced  or  appearing  before  them  as 
witnesses,  all  necessary  oaths. 

The  committee  shall  report  to  the  senate  and  ^.ssemhlv  in  full 
upon  such  matters  with  its  recommendations  thereon  on  or  before 
die  first  day  of  April,  [909. 


SUBSTITUTE  AMENDMENT  NO.  1.  S.,  To  JT.  RES. 

NO.  3,  S. 

January  26,  [909. — Introduced  by  Senator  Blaine.     Adopted. 

|oint  resolution  providing  for  a  legislative  investigation  o\  cer- 
tain specific  charges  of  the  improper  and  illegal  use  of  money 
and  other  violations  of  law  at  the  last  primary  election. 

Whereas,  Specific  charges  have  been  made  and  herewith  trans- 
mitted relating  to  the  improper,  unlawful  and  illegal  use  of  money 
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by  a  candidate  for  the  nomination  to  the  office  of  United  States 
senator. 

Now,  therefore,  Be  it  resolved  by  the  senate,  (he  assembly  con- 
curring, That  a  committee  of  three  senators  and  three  members 
of  the  assembly  be  appointed  fully,  fairly,  thoroughly  and  impar- 
tially i"  investigate  such  charges,  and  the  manner,  means  and 
method  by  which  the  last  primary  campaign  and  primary  election 
were  conducted  so  far  as  the  same  relates  directly  or  indirectly 
to  the  nomination  of  candidates  for  the  United  States  senate,  and 
members  of  the  senate  and  assembly  who  would  be  called  on  to 
vote  upon  the  election  of  such  senator. 

Besit  further  resolved,  That  (he  permanent  presiding  officer  oi 
the  senate  and  assembly  shall  appoint  the  members  of  such  com- 
mittee from  their  respective  bodies. 

Be  it  further  resolved,  That  in  the  exercise  of  (he  power  con- 
ferred upon  them,  the  said  committee  hy  subpoena  issued  over  the 
signature  of  the  chairman  or  acting  chairman  of  the  committee 
and  served  in  the  manner  that  a  circuit  court  subpoena  is  served, 
the  said  committee  may  summon  and  compel  the  attendance  of 
witnesses  and  the  production  of  books,  papers,  documents  and 
records  necessary  or  convenient  to  he  examined  or  used  hy  them 
as  witnesses,  and  may  do  all  things  which  may  to  them  appear 
to  be  necessary  or  convenient  to  a  full  examination  and  investi- 
gation as  directed  herein. 

The  committee  shall  have  power  to  employ  stenographers,  clerks 
and  assistants  and  such  other  persons  as  they  may  deem  necessary 
to  a  full  and  complete  examination  and  investigation  as  herein 
directed.  The  committee  shall  have  power  by  any  member  thereof 
to  administer  to  persons  produced  or  appearing  before  them  as 
witnesses  all  necessary  oaths  and  also  to  punish  for  contempt  as 
provided  by  law. 

Be  it  further  resolved,  That  any  person  appearing  and  testifying 
under  oath  before  such  committee,  such  evidence  so  given  shall 
not  be  used  as  evidence  in  any  criminal  prosecution  against  him 
in  any  court,  except  in  a  prosecution  for  perjury  committed  in 
giving  such  testimony. 

Be  it  further  resolved,  That  such  committee  shall  report  to  the 
senate  and  assembly  in  full  upon  such  matters  with  the  evidence 
and  their  recommendations  thereon  on  or  before  the  first  day 
of  April,   1909. 
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To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  : 

1.  John  J.  Blaine,  an  elector  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  and  a 
member  of  the  state  senate,  upon  information  and  belief,  do 
hereby  specifically  charge  and  allege  : 

i.  That  Isaac  Stephenson  of  Marinette.  Wisconsin,  now  United 
States  senator  and  a  candidate  for  re-election,  did,  as  such  can- 
didate for  such  re-election,  give  to  one,  K.  A.  Edmonds  ni  the  city 
of  Appleton,  Wisconsin,  then  an  elector  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin 
and  said  city  of  Appleton,  a  valuable  thing,  to-wit :  a  sum  of 
money  in  excess  of  $106,000.00,  and  approximating  the  sum  of 
$250,000.00,  as  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  be  done  by  said 
E.  A.  Edmonds  in  relation  to  the  primary  election  held  on  the  1st 
day  of  September,  1908,  which  consideration  was  paid  prior  to 
said  primary  election,  and  that  said  Isaac  Stephenson  was  at  the 
time  of  such  payment  a  candidate  for  the  republican  nomination 
for  United  States  senator  at  such  primary,  and  did  by  such  acts 
as  above  set  forth  violate  section  4542b  of  the  statutes. 

2.  That  said  Isaac  Stephenson  did,  prior  to  said  primary  pay  to 
said  Edmonds  the  above  mentioned  sums  with  the  design  that 
said  Edmonds  should  pay  to  other  electors  of  this  state  out  of 
said  sums  above  mentioned  and  other  sums  of  money  received  by 
said  Edmonds  from  said  Isaac  Stephenson,  prior  to  said  primary 
sums  ranging  from  five  dollars  per  day  to  $1,000.00,  in  bulk, 
as  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  be  done  in  relation  to  said 
primary  by  said  electors  for  said  Isaac  Stephenson  as  such  candi- 
date in  violation  of  said  section. 

3.  That  with  full  knowledge  and  with  instructions  from"  said 
Isaac  Stephenson,  as  to  how  and  for  what  purposes  said  sums  were 
to  be  expended,  said  sums  were  so  paid  as  above  stated  to  said 
Edmonds  by  said  Isaac  Stephenson  and  that  said  sums  were  paid 
as  above  stated  for  the  purposes  above  stated  and  also  for  the 
purpose  of  bribing  and  corrupting  a  sufficient  number  of  the 
electors  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  to  encompass  the  nomination  of 
said  Isaac  Stephenson  at  said  primary  for  the  office  of  United 
States  senator. 

4.  That  in  pursuance  of  the  purposes  and  design  above  stated, 
said  Isaac  Stephenson,  did,  by  and  through  bis  agents,  prior  to 
said  primary,  pay  to  one  U.  C.  Keller,  of  Sank  comity,  an  elector 
of  this  state,  the  sum  of  three  hundred  dollars  as  a  consideration 
for  some  act  to  be  done  by  said  Keller  for  said  Stephenson  pre- 
liminary to  said  primary,  corruptly  and  unlawfully. 
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5.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  Mich  purposes  and  design,  said 
Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  said  pri- 
mary, paid  to  one  Hambright  of  Racine,  Wisconsin,  large  sums 
of  money  as  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  be  done  by  said  Ham- 
bright  for  said  Stephenson  preliminary  to  said  primary;  said 
Hambright  being  then  an  elector  of  this  state,  corruptly  and  un- 
lawfully. 

6.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  the  purposes  and  design  above 
stated,  said  Isaac  Stephenson,  did,  by  and  through  his  agents, 
pri'  to  said  primary,  pay  to  one,  Roy  Morse,  of  Fond  du  Lac, 
Wis.,  then  an  elector  of  this  state,  the  sum  of  one  thousand  dol- 
lars as  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  be  done  by  said  Morse 
for  said  Isaac  Stephenson  preliminary  to  said  primary,  corruptly 
and  unlawfully. 

7.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  such  purposes  and  design, 
said  Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  said 
primary,  paid  to  divers  persons,  then  electors  of  the  county  of 
Grant,  Wisconsin,  ranging  from  five  dollars  per  day  and  upwards, 
as  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  be  done  by  said  several  electors 
for  said  Isaac  Stephenson,  preliminary  to  said  primary,  corruptly 
and  unlawfully. 

8.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  such  purposes  and  design, 
said  Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  said 
primary,  paid  to  divers  persons  who  were  at  such  time  electors 
in  this  state  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  be  done  for  said  Isaac 
Stephenson  by  such  electors  preliminary  to  such  primary,  cor- 
ruptly and  unlawfully. 

9.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  such  purposes  and  designs  said 
Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  said  pri- 
mary, did  pay  to  electors  of  this  state,  who  were  of  a  different 
political  opinion  and  who  held  to  other  political  principles  than 
that  of  the  republican  party,  more  particularly  democrats,  sums 
of  money  as  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  he  done  by  such 
electors  for  said  Isaac  Stephenson  preliminary  to  said  primary, 
corruptly  and  unlawfully. 

10.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  such  purposes  and  design  said 
Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  such  pri- 
mary, did  offer  to  pay  to  Edward  Pollock  of  Lancaster,  Wis., 
certain  sums  of  money,  as  editor  of  the  "Teller,"  a  newspaper 
published  in  said  city  of  Lancaster,  Wis.,  and  to  other  editors 
of  newspapers  who  were  at  such  time  electors  of  this  state,  for 
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the  purpose  of  purchasing  the  editorial  support  of  such  editors 
and  as  a  consideration  of  something  to  be  done  relating  to  such 
primary,  corruptly  and  unlawfully. 

11.  That  said  Isaac  Stephenson  did  prior  to  such  primary,  by 
and  through  his  agents,  promise  and  agree  to  pay  to  one  Lester 
Tilton,  a  then  resident  and  elector  of  this  state  and  residing  at 
the  city  of  Neillsvillc,  Wis.,  a  sum  in  excess  of  $500.00  to  pro- 
cure or  aid  in  procuring  the  nomination  of  said  Lester  Tilton  to 
the  assembly  of  this  sfate  from  Clark  comity,  and  did  offer  to 
give  to  said  Lester  Tilton  a  sum  in  excess  of  $500.00  if  -aid 
Lester  Tilton  would  become  a  candidate  for  the  assembly  from 
said  Clark  comity  if  said  Lester  Tilton  would  support  said  Isaac 
Stephenson  for  the  office  of  United  States  senator,  all  of  which 
is  in  violation  of  sections  4542b  and  4543b  of  the  statutes. 

12.  That  said  Isaac  Stephenson  did,  by  and  through  his  agents. 
give  and  promise  and  pay  or  agree  to  pay  to  other  electors  of 
this  state  sums  of  money  to  procure  or  aid  in  procuring  the  nom- 
ination of  such  electors  to  the  senate  and  assembly  of  this  s*ate 
other  than  those  electors  residing  in  the  district  where  said  Isaac 
Stephenson  resides. 

13.  That  E.  M.  Heyser  and  Max  Sells,  prior  to  said  primary, 
being  at  such  time  employees  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern 
Railway  company,  a  corporation  doing  business  in  this  state,  did 
contribute  and  agree  to  contribute  free  services  as  such  employees 
for  the  purpose  to  defeat  the  candidacy  of  former  assemblyman, 
E.  F.  Nelson,  from  the  district  embracing  Florence,  Forest  and 
Langlade  counties,  for  the  nomination  for  assemblyman  from  said 
district,  all  of  which  was  done  with  the  knowledge  and  consent 
and  under  the  direction  of  said  Isaac  Stephenson,  his  agents  and 
employees,  contrary  to  chapter  492,  laws  of  1905. 

14.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  the  purposes  and  design  above 
set  forth  said  Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  did, 
in  addition  to  paying  certain  sums  as  above  set  forth,  offer  and 
agree  to  pay  to  electors  of  this  state  prior  to  said  primary  a  pre- 
mium or  bonus  to  those  who  in  his  employ  carried  their  respective 
precincts  in  such  primary  for  said  Isaac  Stephenson  as  such  can- 
didate. 

15.  That  said  Isaac  Stephenson,  if  claiming  an  election  by 
virtue  of  receiving  a  plurality  of  votes  at  such  primary,  then  '-aid 
Isaac  Stephenson  .has  violated  chapter  502  of  the  laws  of  1905, 
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by  failing  and  neglecting  to  file  his  expense  account  as  provided 
by  said  chapter. 

16.  Charging  generally,  the  primary  nomination  or  election  of 
said  Isaac  Stephenson  was  obtained  by  the  use  of  large  sums  of 
money  corruptly  and  illegally,  by  the  violation  of  sections  4542b, 
4543b  and  4478  of  the  statutes  relating  to  illegal  voting,  bribery 
and  corruption  and  other  laws  above  set  forth  relating  to  elec- 
tions and  primary  elections. 
I  fated  January  26,  1909. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

JOHN  J.  BLAINE, 
State  Senator,  16th  l)Mrict. 
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STATE    OF    WISCONSIN 


IN  ASSEMBLY. 


SUBSTITUTE;   AMENDMENT    NO.    i,    A.,    TO   SUBSTI- 
TUTE AMENDMENT  NO.  i,  S.,  TO  JT.  RES.  NO.  3,  S. 

January  28,  1909. — Introduced  by  Mr.  Whittet.  Read  and  adopted. 

Joint  resolution  providing  for  a  legislative  investigation  of  cer- 
tain specific  charges  of  the  improper  and  illegal  use  of  money  and 
other  violations  of  law  in  the  last  primary  election. 

Whereas,  Specific  charges  have  been  made  and  transmitted 
relating  to  the  improper,  unlawful  and  illegal  use  of  money  by 
a'  candidate  for  the  nomination  to  the  office  of  United  States 
senator:  now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  assembly,  the  senate  concurring.  That  a  com- 
mittee of  three  senators  and  five  members  of  the  assembly  be 
appointed  fully,  fairly,  thoroughly  and  impartially  to  investigate 
such  charges,  and  the  manner,  means  and  methods  by  which  the 
last  primary  campaign  and  primary  election  were  conducted,  so 
far  as  the  same  relates  to  the  nomination  of  candidates  for  the 
United  States  senate  as  specifically  set  forth  in  such  charges. 

Be  it  further  resolved.  That  the  permanent  presiding  officer 
of  the  senate  and  assembly  shall  appoint  the  members  of  such 
committee  from  their  respective  bodies. 

Be  it  further  resolved,  That  in  the  exercise  of  the  power  con- 
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ferred  upon  them,  the  said  committee  by  subpoena  issued  over 
the  signature  of  the  chairman  or  acting  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee and  served  in  the  manner  that  a  circuit  court  subpoena 
is  served,  may  summon  and  compel  the  attendance  oi  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  books,  papers,  document-  and  records 
necessary  or  convenient  to  be  examined  or  u>cd  by  them  as  wit- 
nesses and  may  do  all  things  which  may  to  them  appear  to  be 
necessary  or  convenient  to  a  full  examination  and  investiga- 
tion as  directed  herein.  The  committee  shall  have  power  to  em- 
ploy stenographers,  clerks  and  assistants  and  such  other  persons 
as  they 'may  deem  necessary  to  a  full  and  complete  examination 
and  investigation  as  herein  directed.  The  committee  shall  have 
power  by  any  member  thereof  to  administer  to  persons  produced 
or  appearing  before  them  as  witnesses  all  necessary  oaths  and 
also  to  punish  for  contempt  as  provided  by  law. 

Be  it  further  resolved,  That  any  person  appearing  and  testi- 
fying under  oath  before  such  committee,  such  evidence  so  given 
shall  not  be  used  as  evidence  in  any  criminal  prosecution  against 
him  in  any  court  except  in  a  prosecution  for  perjury  committed  in 
giving  such  testimony. 

Be  it  further  resolved.  That  such  committee  shall  report  to  the 
senate  and  assembly  in  full  upon  such  matters  with  the  evidence 
and  their  recommendations  thereon  on  or  before  the  first  day 
of  March.  1909. 
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In  the  Matter  of  the  Investigation 


Regarding  alleged  corrupt  and  unlawful  use  of  money  by  can- 
didates for  the  United  States  senate,  primary  campaign  and 
primary  election,  held  pursuant  to  Jt.  Res.  No.  3,  S. 


Madison,   Wis  .   February  16,  1909. 

10  O'Clock,  A.  M. 

Present : 

Senators  S.  M.  Marsh,  Thomas  Morris,  Paul  0.  Husting. 

Assemblymen  John  C.  Chappie,  Wallace  Ingalls,  G.  P.  Ilam- 
brecht,  William  M.  Bray,  Piatt  Whitman. 

The  Chairman:  I  will  ask  the  sergeant-at-arms  and  the  mes- 
sengers to  see  that  the  strictest  order  is  preserved,  and  to  see 
that  there  are  no  demonstrations  of  any  kind,  either  of  ap- 
proval or  disapproval,  during  the  sessions  of  the  committee; 
and  will  ask  all  those  present  to  be  as  quiet  as  possible  because 
it  may  be  a  little  difficult  to  hear  here  unless  we  preserve  very 
strict  order. 

Mr.  E.  M.  Hyzer :  Mr.  Chairman  and  Gentlemen  of  the  Com- 
mittee:— In  pursuance  of  the  privilege  extended  by  the  commit- 
tee, Mr.  William  E.  Black  of  Milwaukee  and  myself  desire  to 
enter  our  names  as  attorneys  for  Senator  Stephenson;  and  if 
the  committee  will  indulge  me  for  a  moment,  I  desire  to  sug- 
gest on  behalf  of  Senator  Stephenson,  that  he  is  on  his  way  to 
Washington  to  attend  the  senate  and  is  solicitous  that  he  may 
perform  his  duties  there  as  senator  for  Wisconsin ;  and  partic- 
ularly so  as  congress  is  rapidly  drawing  to  the  conclusion  of 
its  present  session,  and  therefore  the  Senator  would  beg  the 
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privilege  oL'  being  heard  before  the  committee  this  morning,  if 
possible,  or  as  soon  as  the  committee  will  extend  thai  privilege 
to  him,  and  allow  him  to  go  at  once  to  Washington,  as  he  will 
do  when  he  is  excused  from  attendance  here. 

It  is  unnecessary,  I  assume,  for  me  to  say  <»n  behalf  of  Sen- 
ator Stephenson  that  he  will  be  a1  the  disposal  of  the  committee 
,-it  any  future  time  without  any  formality,  and  if  the  commit- 
tee shall,  al  any  future  lime,  desire  to  further  examine  him  he 
will,  of  course,  be  glad  to  accord  with  t  he  wishes  of  the  commit- 
tee.    But,  if  lie  may  now  he  heard.  ;is  far  as  the  commitl Le- 

sii-rs  to  examine  him,  it  will  he  a  privilege  to  him;  and  it  oc- 
curs to  me  that  it  is  a  privilege  which  he  may  rightfully  ask  in 
view  of  the  public  duties  which  rest  upon  him. 

The  Chairman:  What  is  the  pleasure  of  the  committee  in 
reference  to  this  matter  ? 

.Mr.  Bray:  .Mr.  Chairman,  1  move  that  we  proceed  with  the 
examination  of  Senator  Stephenson. 

Mr.  Whitman  :     I  second  that  motion. 

The  Chairman:  Yon  have  heard  the  motion,  gentlemen  of 
the  committee.  All  of  yon  who  favor  that  motion  will  indicate 
by  saying  aye. 

Those  opposed,  no. 

The  motion  is  carried. 

.Mr.  Hambreeht:  It  won't  be  necessary  for  me  to  keep  any 
minutes  of  the  motion.'  Or,  what  is  the  pleasure  of  the  com- 
mittee in  that  respect  .' 

The  Chairman :  I  think  not,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  have 
official  reporters  who  are  taking  all  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  E.  M.  Hyzer:  If  you  will  indulge  me  again.  I  think 
every  lawyer  will  appreciate  the  somewhat  novel  situation  that 
is  presented,  and  I  will  therefore  be  excused  for  asking  what 
procedure  the  committee  will  follow.  Will  the  committee  con- 
duct the  examination  of  Senator  Stephenson,  or  will  the  com- 
mittee choose  to  have  the  examination  conducted  by  an  attor- 
ney, in  the  usual  method  in  court  ?  It  is  wholly  immaterial  to 
Senator  Stephenson,  and  any  course  that  you  suggest  in  that 
respect  will  be  followed. 

The  Chairman:  I  do  not  think  that  any  action  of  the  com- 
mittee has  been  taken  upon  that  question.  I  had  assumed  from 
conversation  with  some  of  the  other  members  of  the  committee 
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that  the  procedure  we  would  follow  would  be  similar  to  that 
followed  tinder  section  40M)  of  the  revised  statutes:  ;md  fol- 
lowing that  Mr.  Stephenson,  through  his  attorney,  mighl  be  ex- 
amined <md  testily. 

Senator  Husting:    Vou  mean  after  the  committee? 

The  Chairman:     After  the  committee  has  examined  him. 

Honorable  Isaac  Stephenson,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as 
follows : 

Examined  by  Senator  Marsh: 

Q.  Senator,  you  were  one  of  the  candidates  for  the  United 
States  senate  at  the  primary  election  held  last  September,  were 
you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  when  it  was  that  you  announced  your  can- 
didacy for  the  office? 

A.  Some  time  near  the  last  part  of  June. 

Q.  At  or  soon  after  the  time  that  you  announced  your  can- 
didacy, did  some  person  in  this  state  take  charge  of  your  pri- 
mary campaign? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.  Mr.  E.  A.  Edmonds  of  Appleton? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  the  gentleman  who  had  general  charge  of  your 
campaign  during  the  whole  primary  campaign? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  state  during  all  or  neary  all  of  the  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is,  from  the  time  you  announced  your  candidacy  up 
to  the  primary  election  time  .' 

A.  Well.  I  might  say  I  was  about  a  week  on  what  I  call  my 
"fishing  trip,"  in  August.  I  was  in  Michigan,  up  north,  about 
a  week. 

Q.  Did  you  yourself  have  general  supervision  of  the  cam- 
paign, or  did  Mr.  Edmonds  take  entire  charge  of  it? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds  took  the  entire  charge. 

Q.  And  any  others  who  took  part  in  your  campaign  were  em- 
ployed by  Mr.  Edmonds,  or  did  you  employ  others  .' 

A.  Well,  in  a  few  cases  I  employed  others,  I  might  say. 
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(,).  Thai  is.  in  certain  counties;  or  do  yon  mean  thai  you  em- 
ployed others  in  have  charge  of  some  particular  pari   of  the 

work  .' 

A.  Yes,  in  my  own  county  I  had  others;  and  I  think  in  Win- 
nebago county.  No,  in  Winnebago  county  Mr.  Morgan  had 
charge;  Iml  Mr.  Edmonds  had  supervision  of  it:  had  super- 
vision of  everything  excepting  perhaps  my  own  county.  II  you 
will  let  me  state  just  right  there,  please:  I  was  only  in  seven 
counties  ou1  of  the  seventy-one  during  the  canvass,  and  only  a 
piece  of  five  days.  Had  1  visited  the  seventy-one  counties  1 
should  have  had  oil. ODD  plurality  instead  of  what  I  got. 

Q.   That   is  an  estimate.  I  suppose  .' 

A.   Well,  I  think,  I,  believe,  il  is  an  honest  one.  too. 

Q.  Now,  aside  Prom  Mr.  Edmonds,  can  you  name,  from  mem- 
ory, the  gentlemen  whom  yon  employed  yourself? 

A.  Well,  no.  A  few  oT  our  people  around  there,  they  got 
names;  three  or  four  men  got  names.  One  man  I  employed  for 
a  few  days,  that  is  all.  .  Three  or  four  of  our  men  around  there, 
that  wanted  a  job.     I  had  them  circulate  and  get  names. 

Q.  That  was  in  your  own  county? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Aside  from  that,  that  is.  aside  from  the  three  or  four  who 
assisted  you  in  getting  names  in  your  county,  did  you  employ. 
yourself,  anyone  else  .' 

A.  Well,  one  of  our  men  went  over  to  Kewaunee  county;  he 
was  a  Frenchman,  and  got  some  names  from  a  Belgian  settle- 
ment over  there. 

Q.  What  was  his  name  : 

A.  Frank  Greenwood. 

Q.  He  did  some  work  over  in  Kewaunee  county? 

A.  He  was  acquainted  there,  and  he  was  a  French  fellow. 
He  has  lived  in  my  town  for  thirty  or  forty  years.  He  is  an  in- 
valid, with  rheumatism.  I  sent  him  to  Mt.  Clemens  twenty  or 
thirty  years  ago,  for  the  rheumatism,  I  guess  twice. 

Q.  You  employed  him  to  do  some  work-  of  some  kind  in  Ke- 
waunee county? 

A.  Yes,  to  get  names  for  the  nomination. 

Q.  That  was  while  you  were  getting  out  your  nomination 
papers  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Aside  from  him,  was  there  anyone  else  thai  yon  employed 
yourself  during  I  he  campaign  '.' 

A.  A  man  by  the  name  of  McLean.  I  think-,  in  Green  Bay;  he 
done  a  little  work  about  getting  names.  I  never  saw  him.  He 
was  a  mail  carrier,  I  think  ;  had  something  to  do  with  the  mail 
or  something.     It  was  only  a  small  amount. 

Q.  Is  there  anyone  else  thai  yon  think  of,  aside  from  .Mr.  Ed- 
monds, that  you  employed  .' 

A.  Well,  I  mighl  say  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  in  my  own  town.  He 
had  to  do  with  a  few  about  getting  names  ;  Mr.  Van  Cleve. 

Q.  Anyone  else  that  you  recall  .' 

A.  Well,  yes,  a  man  by  the  name  of  McAllister  got  a  few- 
names;  and  a  man  by  the  name  of  Hutchinson. 

Q.  Where  is  Mr.  McAllister  from  .' 

A.  He  is  in  our  employ  for  the  last  forty  or  fifty  years. 

Q.  That  is,  he  lives  in  Marinette  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  he  -went  around;  he  was  in  Oconto  comity  a  lit- 
tle, and  Marinette  a  few  days. 

Q.  In  getting  names  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Anyone  else  that  yon  recall  .' 

A.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Settersten.  He  has  been  the  asses- 
sor there  a  good  many  years.  This  man  Settersten.  1  gave  him 
5  cents  apiece  for  getting  names,  and  I  think  it  amounted  to  $24 
even.  That  was  in  my  own  town,  my  own  city.  There  was 
another  man  by  the  name  of  Stronaeh ;  I  paid  him  $26  for 
getting  some  names.     I  can't  give  you  his  first  name  now. 

Senator  Morris  :    Q.  Where  is  he  ? 

A.  In  Marinette. 

Q.  Anyone  else  that  you  think  of .' 

A.  I  employed — that  is,  in  part  I  employed  Mr.  Tom  Reyn- 
olds, in  the  legislature  here,  to  get  names  tor  me. 

Q.  Where  is  his  home  ? 

A.  In  Door  county;  Jacksonport,  Door  county.  He  is  in  the 
legislature  here. 

Q.  He  was  employed  in  getting  names? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  names  for  me. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  howr  much  you  paid  him  .' 
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A.  1    think   aboul    $180.     He   employed   others,   you    under 
stand  :   1  suppose ;  he  said  so. 

<L>.  You  don '1  know  whal  others  he  employed  ? 

A.  No. 

<L>.  On  whal  basis  did  you  pay  .Mr.  Reynolds,  by  the  day  or 
by  tin'  piece     by  i he  number  of  days  .' 

A.  I  never  made  any  account.  I  gave  him  thai  much  money 
to  do  the  work.     There  was  no  settle n1  aboul  ii  al  all. 

<<>.  That  is.  you  gave  him  thai  amounl  when  he  started  out* 

A.    No,  1  gave  him  pari  of  it  ;   and  part  of  it  afterwards. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  you  paid  it  :  Unit  is.  in  what  amounts? 

A.  Yes,  I  paid  him  $100  once,  and  I  think  $80  at  another 
time ;  currency. 

Q.  Did  he  render  you  any  account  for  his  services? 

A.  No,  not  any.  I  have  confidence  in  him.  and  \  did  not  re- 
quire it.     lie  hired  others,  he  said,  to  help  get  tin-  names. 

Q.  You  paid  the  $100  al  the  beginning,  did  you,  before  lie 
started  out  on  his  work  .' 

A.  No,  I  gave  him  $80  in  currency  first,  and  then  I  gave  him 
$100  by  check,  or  otherwise;  I  forget  about  that  part  of  it.  I 
think  by  check. 

Q.  When  did  you  make  the  first  payment  to  him? 

A.  About  August;  sometime  in  August. 

Q.  You  haven't  the  exad  (kite  in  mind  or  on  your  books  .r 

A.  No.  It  was  about  at  the  time  the  committee  was  up  there 
looking  for  a  park  in  Door  county.  The  governor  and  them 
was  up  there,  and  I  took  them  in  my  yacht  over  there,  and  I  met 
him  then. 

Q.  Was  that  before  he  had  done  any  work  ? 

A.  No,  he  had  been  to  work  before  that,  if  my  memory  serves 
me  right. 

Q.  Then  later  sometime  you  paid  him  $100? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  Avas  in  the  form  of  a  check  .' 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  the  date  of  that  . 

A.  No,  I  can't  do  that ;  no.  I  can 't  keep  all  this — In  our  busi- 
ness I  give  a  good  many  cheeks. 

Q.  Have  you  that  check  here? 

A.  No,  I  have  not. 
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Q.  Or  the  stub  .' 

A.  No,  I  think  I  have  not. 

Mr.  W.  E.  Black  :     H  was  not  a  check. 

Senator  Stephenson:  Well,  then  it  was  the  money.  I  can't 
tell  aboul  that,  because  I  do  a  good  <le;il  of  business.  Probably 
it  was  money.     I  don't  know  that  now. 

Q.  Yon  are  not  certain  then  whether  you  paid  him  any  by 
check  .' 

A.  No,  I  am  not  certain  about  that.  It  is  possible  he  got  the 
currency.     I  don 't  know. 

Q.  But  it*  you  gave  him  a  check'  you  have  the  stub  as  a 
voucher .' 

A.  Yes.  sir,  if  1  did,  I  have:  but  I  am  inclined  to  think  now 
I  didn't  give  him  any  check.    * 

Q.  When  yon  employed  him  what  was  the  agreement  be- 
tween you? 

A.  Not  anything;  nothing  at  all,  only  to  have  him  get  names. 
that  is  all.     There  was  no  agreement. 

Q.  There  was  that  much  of  an  agreement,  wasn't  there,  that 
he  was  to  get  signers  to  your  nomination  papers  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  There  was  no  condition  about  the  money  at  all. 
I  gave  him  so  much  money,  and  he  was  supposed  to  do  the  work. 

Q.  And  that  was  all  the  work  that  he  was  supposed  to  do,  or 
that  you  talked  of  his  doing,  was  the  getting  of  names? 

A.  Yes,  to  get  names. 

Q.  Did  he  get  some  names  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  county — in  his  county? 

A.  Door  county. 

Q.  In  any  other  counties  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  When  you  paid  him  the  second  amount,  $100,  what  was  the 
agreement  or  talk  or  understanding  between  you  at  that  time  ? 

A.  Not  any. 

Q.  Did  he  call  for  more  money  ? 

A.  Oh,  no  ;  he  wouldn't  call  for  it.  I  gave  it  to  him.  I  don't 
have  to  make  a  trade  with  those  that  I  am  acquainted  with. 

Q.  Then  there  wasn't  any  agreement  or  understanding  be- 
tween you  at  any  time  as  to  what  amount  of  work  he  was  to  do? 

A.  Oh,  no,  no,  sir. 
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O.  ( )r  h<  >w  much  time  he  was  to  i  put  in  ? 

A.   No. 

O.  Nor  what  territory  he  was  to  canvass? 

A.  No.  And  I  think — I  am  satisfied  if  I  had  asked  him  he 
would  have  done  it   for  nothing,  but  he  couldn't  afford  to  do  it. 

and  I  wanted  to  pay  him,  that's  all. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  approximately  the  date  of  the  second  pay- 
ment? 

A.   No,  I  can't. 

O.  Was  it  before  the  primary  or  after 

A.   I  think  he  tore,  but  T  am  not  certain.     I  think  he  fore. 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  any  more  than  $180? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Reynolds  a  candidate  for  re-election? 

A.    Yes.      Yes,  I  understand  so.      Yes.  he  is  here. 

(  ).   Did  you  understand  so? 

A.  But  it  was  not  for  himself. 

Q.  How  is  that? 

A.  The  work  that  I  paid  him  for  was  what  he  done  for  me,  not 
for  himself. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Reynolds.  Tom  Reynolds,  was  a 
candidate  for  nomination  when  you  paid  him  the  hundred  and 
eighty  dollars? 

A.  No. 

Q.  How  is  that? 

A.  That  is.  I  knew  he  was  a  candidate  perhaps  when  \  paid  him 
part  of  the  money,  but  it  wasn't  for  himself  at  all.  it  was  for  me. 
for  the  work  he  done  for  me,  not  for  himself.  He  hired  others, 
as  I  said.      I  guess  he  hired  others  for  the  most  of  it. 

O.  Well,  you  have  no  report  as  to  what  others  he  hired,  or 
have  you  ? 

A.    No,  I  haven't.     Oh.  no. 

Q.   Did  he  report  to  you  at  any  time  that  he  had  hired  others? 

A.  Yes,  he  said  he  would  hire  others  and  get  others  to  circu- 
late the  papers. 

O.  And  that  was  a  part  of  agreement,  was  it.  that  he  was  to 
hire  others  and  get  omers  to  circulate  your  papers? 

A.  Well,  there  wasn't  much  agreement  about  it.  I  asked  him 
to  do  what  he  could  about  getting  names  and  he  should  get  help. 
That  is  about  all  there  was  of  it. 
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(  ).  The  last  payment  was  made  to  him,    wasn't    it.   after   you 
had — was  that  made  to  him  after  he  had  completed  the  work? 

A.  I  think  so,  after  lie-  had  completed  the  work.  He  didn't 
have  any  price  at  all.  I  give  him  thai  amount  of  money  prac- 
tically. He  had  no  price.  Tom  would  have  done  the  work  with- 
out any  money,  lie  couldn't  afford  to  do  it.  I  could  afford  to 
pay  him.  I  don't  ask  anybody  to  work  for  me  for  nothing. 
().  Now,  are  there  any  others  that  you  employed  yourself? 
\.    I  haven't  anybody  now  in  my  mind,  no. 

Q.  Either  in  your  county  or  any  of  the  other  counties  of  the 
state  ? 

A.  No.       I  don't  now  know  of  any  that  I  did. 
Q.  Now  Air.  Edmonds  was  employed  by  you  and  given  author- 
ity to  employ  others  to  carry  on  your  campaign,  was  he? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  your  account  which  you  filed  you  gave  the  name  of 
Puelicher  ? 

A.  He  acted  as  banker. 
Q.  Did  he  employ  Mr.  Puelicher? 
A.  As  a  banker,  yes. 

Q.  Well,  I  mean  in  connection  with  your  campaign  did  you  em- 
ploy Mr.  Puelicher? 

A.  No,  only  as  an  banker.  The  money  would  come  from  him 
to  Mr.  Edmonds,  that's  all. 

Q.  In  what  way  did  you  employ  Mr.  Puelicher — what  was  the 
talk  between  you  and  him? 

Air.  Hyzer:  Now  just  tell  the  whole  arrangement  that  you 
made.  Senator,  about  that? 

A.  Well,  Puelicher  would  call  on  me  and  1  would  send  him  my 
check  for  money  and  Mr.  Edmonds  would  get  the  money  from 
Mr.  Puelicher,  that's  all. 

Q.  Well,  what  I  was  getting  at  was,  whether  you  had  any  talk 
before  he  commenced  calling  on  you  for  money  or  not.  and  if  so, 
what  that  talk  was? 

A.  Well,  I  asked  him,  yes,  to  look  after  it,  that  I  would  give 
him  the  money  and  then  lie  would  pay  it  out  to  Edmonds. 

Q.  That  was  all  the  talk  there  was  between  you  in  the  way  of 
employment  ? 

A.  (  ),  yes,  that's  all  in  the  way  of  employment,  yes.  We  had 
another  talk  hut  then  it  didn't  amount  to  anything,  it  didn't  bear 
on  this. 
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i  ).  When  did  thai  take  place,  thai  conversation  that  you  have 

spoken  Dt" 

\.  Well,  I  am  not  certain  aboul  that,  bul  prett)  soon  after  the 
campaign  started,  say  the  latter  part  of  June. 

(  ).   Mr.  Puelicher  is  cashier  of  a  bank  in  .Milwaukee,  is  he? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (  >t  what  hank? 

A.   Marshall  &  [lsley  bank. 

(  ).  And  was  that  a  hank  in  which  you  kept  an  account  before 
your  campaign  began  ? 

A.  Yes,  T  have  kept  an  account  there,  I  have  in  several  banks, 
but  I  done  business  there  a  gocd  many  years. 

(  ).  Tn  the  last  of  June,  at  the  time  you  announced  your  candi- 
dacy there,  did  you  have  an  account  in  Marshall  &  Ilsley's  bank? 

A.  Yes,  but  1  didn't  draw  any  money  out  of  Marshall  &  Ilsley's 
hank  for  the  campaign — I  gave  checks  on  others— well,  in  part, 
they  had  a  loan  of  mine  that  they  were  holding  after  they  had 
collected,  which  T  checked  against. 

Q.   In  connection  with  your  campaign? 

A.  Yes.  as  part  of  the  money  that  I  furnished  Puelicher  for  to 
pay  Edmonds.  I  drew  checks  on  Chicago  and  Milwaukee.  We 
have  got  the  checks. 

O.  Well,  when  you  made  this  arrangement  with  Mr.  Puelicher 
did  you  make  any  deposit  there  at  that  time  in  the  Marshall  & 
Ilsley  bank? 

A.  No,  only  Mr.  Puelicher  acted  a-  my  hanker  there,  that's  all, 
nothing  with  Marshall  &  Ilsley. 

(  ).  Well,  when  Mr.  Puelicher  paid  out  money  for  this  campaign 
it  was  simply  charged  against  your  account  there,  was  it? 

A.   Xo. 

Q.  Or  did  you  establish  a  fund  there  in  his  hank  from  which 
you  drew  ? 

A.  No — for  instance  T  drew  on  Chicago,  and  I  drew  on  Mari- 
nette hanks,  and  I  drew  on  different  hanks  that  I  had  business 
with,  and  I  sent  my  check  to  Puelicher. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     He  did  establish  a  fund  just  as  you  say. 

A.  The^e  will  speak  for  themselves.  Of  course  I  can't  keep 
ever}  thing  in  my  head,  with  the  amount  of  business  that  I  am 
doing,  I  can't  keep  all  in  my  head. 

O.  Xo.  I  am  just  asking  you  for  that  part  of  it  that  you  do  re- 
member. 
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A.  Mr.  Puelicher  acted  as  my  banker,  so  as  to  keep  the  run  of 
money 3  and  Mr.  Edmonds  called  on  him  when  he  wanted  money. 

(  ).  Did  you  pay  any  money  directly  to  Mr.  Edmonds,  did  you 
make  any  payments  directly  to  him? 

A.  Yes,  I  paid  Air.  Edmonds  $5000  and  ]  gave  Mr.  Sackett 
$5000,  isn't  it? 

Mr.  I  ly/.er  :      1  think  so. 

A.  Yes.  It  is  (.n  my  report.  1  paid  Mr.  Sackett  $5000  and 
Edmonds  $5000.  Mr.  Puelicher  wasn't  around  one  time  and  1 
gave  Mr.  Sackett  $5000  on  a  Thursday  before  the  election  of  Tues- 
day. 

Q.  Now,  yon  paid  Mr.  Edmonds  $5000  you  say? 

A.  Yes,  sometime  in  July. 

Q.  Have  you  the  voucher  there? 

(  Produced  by  Mr.  Hyzer  and  handed  to  Senator  Stephenson). 

(J.  By  referring  to  that,  senator,  can  you  give  us  the  date  that 
you  made  that  payment  to  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  July  the  18th. 

Q-  Was  that  the  first  payment  that  you  had  made  to  Mr.  Ed- 
monds ? 

A.  That  is  the  first  and  only  one  that  I  ever  made  him  of 
money,  of  anything. 

Q.  How  is  that  ? 

A.  That  is  the  only  one  I  ever  gave  him. 

(J.  Thai  is  the  only  sum  that  you  paid  during  the  campaign  or 
tor  campaign  purposes  to  Mr.  Edmonds  is  that  $5000  check? 

A.  Direct.  He  got  the  rest  of  his  money  through  Mr.  Pue- 
licher. 

O.   I  mean  direct? 

A*.   Yes. 

Q.  And  you  say  you  paid  to  Mr.  Sackett  $5000  at  one  time?' 
Will  you  refer  to  the  voucher  and  give  us  the  date  of  that  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:     August  27th,  that's  right,  isn't  it,  senator? 

A.  Yes.     That  should  be  Thursday  I  guess  before  election. 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  amount  that  you  paid  to  Mr.  Sackett  during 
the  campaign  or  for  campaign  purposes? 

A.  Yes,  the  reason  I  gave  that  to  Mr.  Sackett  was,  Mr.  Pueli- 
cher at  that  time  was  in  Chicago. 

Q.  I  don't  think  you  caught  my  question.  I  say:  is  that  the 
only  amount  that  you  paid  to  Mr.  Sackett  during  the  campaign  or 
fi  >r  campaign  purposes  ?J 
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A.   Yes,  sir,  that's  my  recollection. 

Q.   Either  by  cluck  or  otherwise? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

(  ).    Is  Mr.  Sackett  with  the  .Marshall  &  [lsley  bank? 

A.  \'o.  He  is  in  Washington,  lie  is  under  the  secretary  of 
il  c  senate  in  Washington,  employed  there. 

Q.  And  for  what  purpose  did  you  give  thai  to  him? 

A.  To  pay  some  debts  of  Mr.  Edmonds  here.  He  was  in  the 
office  with  Mr.  Edmonds  in  Milwaukee. 

Q.   During  the  whole  of  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes,  and  I  gave  him  that.  I  went  to  Racine  that  morning 
and  ]  give  it  to  Sackett  and  lie  turned  it  over  I  suppose  to  Ed- 
monds. Him  and  Edmonds  worked  together,  they  worked  to- 
gether in  the  office  all  the  time. 

Q-   You  gave  that  to  him  at  Racine? 

A.  No,  1  gave  it  to  him  in  Milwaukee.  I  say  I  went  to  Racine 
and  Kenosha  that  day.  Mr.  Edmonds  wasn't  around  and  I  gave 
it  to  Sackett. 

(J.    Where  is  Mr.  Sackett  now? 

A.   Washington  I  suppose, — yes. 

O.  Now,  .Mr.  Van  (Sieve,  yon  gave  him  some  amount,  did  you, 
for  campaign  purposes? 

A.   Yes,  and  he  indorsed  it  over  to  .Mr.  Puelicher. 

Q.  And  how  much  did  you  give  to  Mr.  Van  (Sieve? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Will  you  take  the  dates,  Mr.  Chairman?  He  did 
at  different  dates. 

Chairman:     Yes,  when  we  get  to  the  dates. 

Q.   How  much  did  you  give  to  Mr.  Van  Cleve? 

Mr.  Hyzer  :     In  all  ? 

Q.  In  all,  if  you  remember. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Do  you  remember  the  gross  amount? 

A.   Yo,  1  don't  fullw     The  checks  will  speak — 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Yes,  lie  isn't  asking  for  the  checks.  I  le  asks  you 
whether  you  can  give  the  gross  amounts- now? 

A.  No. 

O.  Will  you  take  the  vouchers.  Senator  Stephenson,  and  give 
us  the  elates  and  amounts? 

A.  June  28th,  $2000.     July  6th,  $10,000.     August  2nd,  $15,000. 

Mr.  Black:     August  20th,  I  think. 

A.  Yes,  August  20th.  The  reason  I  gave  that  to  Mr.  Van 
Cleve.  he  indorsed  it  over  to  Mr.  Puelicher,  that  was  only  for  a 
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matter  of  convenience.  Uigusl  the  24th,  $10,000,  Van  Cleve. 
August  the  31st,  $2000,  Van  Cleve.  September  3rd,  $18,500. 
November  28th,  J.  \  an  Cleve  $1  L.35.     That's  all  the  checks. 

().  Those  are  all  of  the  checks  that  you  gave  to  .Mr.  Van  Cleve? 

A.    Yes — or  Puelicher  either. 

.Mr.    Ilvzer:      No,    he    isn't    asking    about    Puelicher.      lie    i- 
asking  about  Van  clew  now. 

(  ).   hid  you  make  any  payments  to  .Mr.  Van  Cleve  in  any  other 
form  than  by  these  checks  that  you  have  shown? 

A.   No,  not  to  my  knowledge,  no. 

(  ).   Where  does  Mr.  Van  Cleve  reside? 

A.   Marinette.     He  is  em  your  capitol  commission  here. 

Q.  What  is  his  business? 

A.   lie  is  a  real  estate  man.     lie  is  on  the  capitol  building  com- 
mission here. 

Mr.  Hv/.er:      I  le  l.as  got  some  other  business  than  that? 

A.  O,  yes.     lie  las  lands.     He  has  been  in  our  city  a  g 1 

many  years. 

Q.   I  didn't  understand  what  his  business  is.' 

A.  Land  matters.     And  he  is  president  of  a  chemical  works  at 
Wells,  Michigan,  and  several  things  he  i>  engaged  in. 

Q.  Was  he  in  your  employ  in  any  other  capacity  than  that  in 
connection  with  your  campaign? 

A.  No. 

(.).  Why  were  these  given  to  Mr.  Van  Cleve  instead  of  to  Mr. 
Puelicher 

A.  Well,  it  happened  to  be  convenient  to  make  those  checks, 
and  they  were  indorsed  over  to  Puelicher,  that's  all. 

(').  And  they  were  sent  by  him  to  Mr.  Puelicher  in  Milwaukee? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Was  Air.  Van  Cleve  in  Marinette  during  the  campaign,  or 
in  Milwaukee? 

A.  (J.  in  Marinette  generally,  and  sometimes  here  at  the  capi- 
tol, hack  and  forward,  and  sometimes  he  was  up  north. 

Q.   In  what  capacity,  if  any,  did  you  employ  Mr.  Van  Cleve  in 
connection  with  your  campaign? 
A.   Not  any,  only  as  a  friend. 

Q.  Well,  what  did  lie  do  for  you  in  connection  with  that  cam- 
paign, as  a  friend  or  otherwise? 

A.   Nothing.     I  guess  he  voted  for  me. 

(  ).    I   didn't  quite  understand  why  it  was  that  you  gave  these 
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checks  to  Mr.  Van  (  leve  instead  oi  sending  them  directl)  to  Mr. 
I  'uelicher? 

A.  Well,  sometimes  Mr.  Puelicher  may  be  in  New  York  or  off 
here.     I  [e  is  cashier  of  a  bank,  and  he  sometimes  was  in  Chicago, 

and  it  wasn't  always  convenient.  That  was  the  only  reason;  no 
other  reason. 

(_>.  Well,  when  yon  understood  thai  Mr.  Puelicher  was  away 
from  Milwaukee,  did  you  then  give  these  checks  to  Mr,  Van 
Cleve? 

A.  I  couldn't  understand  that,  because  he  might  be  away  any 
time  and  I  wouldn't  know,  you  know  ;  I  wasn't  in  direct  communi- 
cation with  him.      I  was  in  Marinette  and  he  was  in  Milwaukee. 

Q.  Mr.  Puelicher  was  the  one  thai  you  engaged  to  look  aftei 
your  banking  part  of  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes,  everything  was  supposed  to  go  through  his  hands  as 
my  banker,  i  f  y<  m  please. 

(  ).  And  vim  sent  -dine  checks  directl)-  to  Mr.  Puelicher,  did 
you  ? 

A.   Yes. 

(J.  Now,  how  did  it  happen  that  you  sent  or  gave  some  of  them 
to  .Mr.  Van  Cleve  and  sent  seme  of  them  directl)-  to  Mr.  Pue- 
licher—  I  say  why  was  that  done? 

A.  Well,  one  reason  was  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  hank  collected  a 
loan  of  $50,000  for  me,  and  that  was  laying  there,  so  I  would  send 
a  check  on  them  to  use  of  that  $50,000  direct  to  the  Marshall  & 
Ilsley  bank,  to  Puelicher.  That  was  the  only  reason,  there  was 
one  reason  fur  it.  only  convenience.     I  used  up  that  $50,000. 

Q.  And  outside  of  Hint  $50,000  you  gave  checks  to  Mr.  Van 

Cleve.' 

A.  Not  all,  no.  He  got  some  of  Puelicher 's  checks  that  I  gave 
him  on  Chicago.  I  think"  there  is  one  there,  isn't  there,  some- 
wheres  there? 

Mr.  Hyzer:    I  think  so.     They  will  show. 

A.  Here  is  a  record  of  it  which  shows.  I  can't  keep  all  those 
things  in  my  mind. 

Q.  You  gave  those  cheeks  to  Mr.  Van  Cleve  with  the  expecta- 
tion that  he  was  to  turn  them  righl  over  to  Mr.  Puelicher? 

A.  Yres.  He  would  indorse  them  over  and  send  them  to  Mr. 
Puelicher  at  the  bank. 
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By  Senator  .Morris : 

(,).  If  I  understand  you  right,  Senator,  Mr.  Van  Cleve  look-  no 
pad  in  Hi  is  senatorial  campaign  other  than  to  carry  the  money? 

A.  Only  a1  home.  He  done  what  he  could  for  me  in  our  own 
county,  that's  about  all.  He  used  his  influence  L  suppose  and 
voted  for  me.     He  is  one  of  the  besl  citizens  in  the  state. 

Q.  Then  he  did  some  work  for  yon  in  the  campaign  then.' 

A.   Well,  that  much.     He  didn't  go  anywheres. 

Q.  Well,  what  1  am  trying  to  get  at  is  this,  did  ~S\v.  Van  Cleve 
take  any  part  in  the  campaign  save  what  you  have  already 
stated.  1  hal  is.  taking  t  his  money  to  Mr.  Puelieher  .' 

A.  No,  he  sent  it  by  mail,     lie  would  send  it  by  mail. 

Q.  Now.  what  pari  did  he  take  in  the  campaign,  what  did  lie 
do — what  part  did  he  take  in  your  campaign  .' 

A.   He  sent  it  by  mail,  I  suppose,  to  Air.  Puelieher. 

Q.  And  that's  all  he  did  with  reference  to  the  campaign  .' 

A.  Except  around  home.  I  suppose  he  maybe  electioneered 
the  same  as  other  people  do,  around  in  his  office,  not  in  the 
street,  because  he  is  not  that  kind  of  a  man.  He  used  his  in- 
fluence, I  suppose;  1  don't  know  that.     He  is  a  good  friend. 

Mr.  Hyzer  :     He  is  an  intimate  friend  of  yours  .' 

A.  Yes,  and  one  of  the  best  men  in  the  state  too.  above  board, 
an  honorable  man  in  every  way. 

.Mi-.  Hambrecht:  Was  any  of  this  money  that  was  sent  him 
or  given  him  used  for  that  purpose  around  home  .' 

A.  Not  any.  Will  you  account  for  that  small  check  that  I 
gave  him? 

Mr.  Hyzer:    That  $71.35? 

A.  I  think  that  was  some  advertising.  I  ain't  sure  what  that 
was.     I  think  that  was  some  advertising. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know,  did  he  travel  around  the  state  any- 
where in  your  interest .' 

A.  O.  no,  sir.  He  used  to  come  out  here  whenever  he  was 
called  upon  to  meet  here,  and  1  suppose  he  traveled  then,  and  if 
he  could  speak  a  good  word  for  me,  he  would  be  sure  to  do  it.  I 
suppose.     Nothing  farther  than  that. 

By  Mr.  Bray  : 

Q.  How  did  you  know  when  you  gave  Mr.  Van  Cleve  money 
that  either  he  or  Mr.  Puelieher  wanted  money? 
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A.  Well,  they  would   le1   me   know  whenever  they   wanted 
money,  and  1  turned  ii  over  to  Van  Cleve. 

Q.    Well,  who  would  le1  ynii  know.' 

A.  Mr.  Puelicher  or  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.  They  would  write  you  thai  they  wanted  no  much  money 

ami  yon  would  give  it  to  1  hem. 

A.    I  >r  telephone. 

Q.  And  yon  would  give  it  to  Mr.  Van  Cleve? 

A.   Yes. 

Mr.  Hyzer:    Von  heard  pretty  frequently? 

A.    Yes.  I  heard  a  g 1  deal  oftener  than  I  wished. 

By  Senator  Marsh  : 

Q.   What   I  was  trying  to  gel  at,  Senator,  was  why  you  go1 

Mr.  Van  Cleve  to  send  the  i ey  to  Mr.  Puelicher  instead  of 

sending  it  yourself  or  having  your  employes  send  it  .' 

A.  Well,  my  employes  don't  do  my  private  business,  and  Mr. 
Van  Cleve.  he  is  a  good,  reliable  man.  [  don't  know  why. 
There  was  no  object  in  it.  When  Mr.  Puelicher  wasn't  around, 
why.  I  would  give  them  to  Van  and   Van  would  send  them  oft'. 

Q.  Well.  Mr.  Van  Cleve  wasn't  in  your  employ  in  any  other 
capacity,  I  think  you  said  .' 

A.  No. 

Q.   He  didn't  do  business  in  the  same  office  with  you.  did  he.' 

A.  No,  sir. 

(,).  Instead  of  mailing  Mr.  Puelicher  these  checks  you  went  or 
called  Mi-.  Van  Cleve  in  and  got  him  to  do  it  .' 

A.  Yes.  [gave  Mr.  Van  Cleve  the  checks  and  he  indorsed 
them  over  and  sent  them  to  Puelicher.  Then  I  presume — now. 
I  don't  know  that,  if  they  went  to  the  hank  and  Mr.  Puelicher 
might  he  in  New  York — well.  I  guess  he  wouldn't  go  as  far  as 
that,  hut  in  Chicago  or  some  place  in  the  state  here,  why  the 
hank  would  tend  to  them,  the  other  officers  in  the  hank  would 
tend  to  them,  the  money  was  there. 

(^.  You  had  in  your  office  a  private  secretary  and  one  or  more 
stenographers,  did  you.' 

A.  No ;  we  don 't  have  any  stenographer  in  the  office.  I  got 
a  private  secretary,  yes. 

Q.  And  he  ordinarily  does  your  correspondence,  carries  on 
your  correspondence  for  you  -1 

A.  A  good  deal  of  it — some  of  it. 
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Mr.  Ilyzer:  Will  you  permit  the  Senator  to  state  in  this  con- 
nection thai  Mr.  Van  Cleve  was  president  of  the  Stephenson  Na- 
tional bank? 

A.  Yes,  Van  Cleve  was  the  presidenl  of  our  bank. 

Q.  Does  he  take  an  active  pari  in  the  managemenl  of  the 
hank? 

A.     YeS. 

Q.  That  is,  in  the  managemenl  of  the  details  of  it  .' 
A.  No.    He  is  cashier. 
Qf.   He  attends  the  directors'  meetings? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  matters  of  that  kind  : 

A.  He  consults.     My  son-in-law,  Harry  Brown,  is  the  cash- 
ier— now  on  his  way  south. 
By  Senator  Hasting : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  a  question.     Was  thai  check  made  ou1  to  Mr. 
Van  Cleve  as  president  of  the  bank  ? 
A.  0,  no,  only  as  a  citizen. 
By  Senator  Marsh: 

Q.  Did  you  pay  to  Mr.  Van  Cleve  any  other  sum  or  sums  in 
any  form,  either  in  currency  or  by  check,  or  in  any  other  Eorm, 
aside  from  those  you  have  named  .' 
A.  No,  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  I  don't  know  but  what  this  question  was  asked  by  Mr. 
Bray.  Did  he  disburse  any  moneys  for  yon  aside  from  those 
that  he  sent  to  Mr.  Puelicher  ' 

A.  I  think  there  is  a  cheek  there,  $71.  I  think  that  was  for 
some  advertising  in  some  paper  there.  That  is  my  judgment. 
I  can't  remember. 

Q.  Mr.  Van  Cleve  paid  that,  do  you  mean,  that  $73  ? 
A.  Whether  he  paid  it— but  I  paid  him,  the  .$71.3.").  Hint  he 
paid  out  for  something. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whal  thai  was  for.' 
A.  No.     I  think  it  was  some  advertising,  getting  out  some  ad- 
vertising in  our  paper,  some  paper  there,  that's  all. 

Senator  Morris:     Do  you  remember  whether  you   pave  Mr. 
Van  Cleve  any  currency  or  not  .' 
A.  No. 

Mr.  Morris:     During  the  campaign? 
A.  No,  never.     He  pays  some  taxes  back  and  forward,  and  he 
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always  brings  in  his  bill.     He  is  a  very  correcl  man,  and  I 
him  my  check  for  anyl  hing  thai  he  does. 

Q.  Now.  will  you  state  the  amounts  thai  you  paid  to  Mr. 
Puelicher.    Just  give  the  date  and  the  amounl  of  the  payments. 

A.   I  Referring  to  voucher.)     This  is  July  30,  $10,000. 

Q.  Thai  was  in  the  form  of  a  check,  was  M  .' 

A  Yes. 

Q.  On  what  bank  was  thai  ? 

A.  On  Marshall  &  [lsley's  bank.  That  was  using  up  thai 
$50,000  I  presume. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  The  check  was  marked  on  the  face  of  it,  you  see, 
" Stephenson  National  Bank."  That  was  stricken  out  and 
"Marshall  &  Ilsley"  written  in. 

Q.  We  have  that  payment.  Wha1  others,  if  any,  lit  Mr. 
Puelicher .' 

A.  Here  is  one,  Puelicher,  July  7. 

Mr.  Hyzer:    August. 

A.  August,  I  mean,  the  7th,  $30,000. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Marshall  &  Ilsley? 

A.  Yes.     That  was  that  $50,000. 

Q.  That  was  on  the  Marshal]  &  Ilsley's  hank  .' 

A.  Yes.  That  is  what  they  had  there  after  they  collected  a 
loan.  They  had  $50,000  of  my  money,  and  I  drew  against  it. 
I  gave  checks  to  Puelicher. 

Q.  That  $50,000.  was  that  the  only  money  yon  had  on  deposit 
in  that  bank  at  the  opening  of  your  campaign. 

A.  They  had  a  loan  for  me  at  Minneapolis  and  the  loan  was 
paid  and  it  laid  in  the  hank  for  a  few  days  and  I  drew  against 
it. 

Q.  I  say  was  that  the  only  account  you  had  there  .' 

A.  No,  I  got  a  private  account,  have  had  for  years  some 
money  there,  but  I  didn't  draw  on  that  account.  I  got  certifi- 
cates down  there.  I  have  got  no  account  only  as  a  loan  on 
Marshall  &  Ilsley's  hank,  excepting  certificates,  where  I  have 
money  on  deposit,  and  I  have  got  their  certificates. 

Mr.  ITyzer:    You  have  no  open  account? 

A.  No. 

Q.  That  $50,000  you  had  there  was  the  only  account  you  had 
against  which  you  drew  checks? 

A.  Yes.     That  was  a  loan  they  had  in  Minneapolis  and  it  was 
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paid  and  it  laid  there  for  a  while  and  f  drew  against  it,  drew 
it  out  in  that  way. 

Q.  That  wasn't  drawing  interest,  was  it  .' 

A.   Xii,  thai  was  do  interesl  ;i1  all. 

Q.  Now,  we  have  the  $30;000  check  pf  August  7th,  are  there 
any  others  to  Mr.  Puelicher. 

A.  Here  is  one  on  the  Stephenson  National  bank,  October 
10th,  $3,700.     That  is  on  our  hank. 

(,).  That  went  to  Mr.  Puelicher,  did  it  ' 

A.  Yes,  I  gave  it  to  J.  II.  Puelicher. 

(t).    Are  there  any  others  .' 

A.  I  wish  there  wasn't. 

Mr.  Whitman:  This  account  didn't  hist  in  the  Marshall  & 
Qsley  bank  .' 

A.  No.,  They  are  very  fond  of  getting  money  from  me.  peo- 
ple are.  I  have  got  a  fortune  in  this  stale  amongsl  people,  and 
I  am  glad  of  it.  J.  II.  Puelicher,  November  20th,  $200,  Stephen- 
son National  bank. 

Q.  Any  others  to  Mr.  Puelicher. 

A.  Any  more  to  Puelicher? 

Mr.  Ilyzer:    No.  that's  all. 

Q.  Now  Senator  Stephenson,  yon  had  $50,000  in  that  fund  and 
the  amount  you  have  given  here  Only  figures  up  to  about 
$44,000.  Is  that  balance  still  there  or  what  was  done  with  that 
balance? 

A.  I  drew  out  that  $50,000.  Whether  I  gave  it  all  to  Mr. 
Puelicher  or  drew  it  out  some  other  way.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  1  think  as  against  this  fund  you  have  only  given  us  items 
amounting  to  $40,000.  Do  you  know  what  was  done  with  the 
other  $10,000? 

A.  I  haven't  it  in  my  mind  now.  Of  course  I  do  a  good  deal 
of  business,  I  am  doing  a  business  in  a  good  many  banks,  it 
ain't  all  my  business,  politics. 

(,).  Are  you  in  a  position  to  state  now  whether  or  not  there  is 
still  $10,000  to  your  credit  there  of  that  $50,000  yet? 

A.  No,  no.  I  have  got  no  open  account  there  so  far  as  I  now 
know.     I  have  got  deposits  there,  certificates,  in  that  bank  now. 

Q.  And  you  are  not  able  to  state  what  became  of  the  other 
,$10,000  ? 
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Mr  Hyzer:  Under  date  of  July  6th,  $10,000,  to  J.  A.  Van 
( Sieve,  on  the  Marshall  &  [lsley  bank. 

A.   Well,  thai  was  pari  of  it,  yes. 

<L>.  Now,  have  you  given  us  all  of  the  items  thai  yon  paid  to 
Mr.  Puelicher  during  the  campaign  or  as  a  result  of  the  cam- 
paign .' 

M  p.  I  [yzer :     This  is  all  you  know  of,  isn  '1  it  .' 

A.   Yes,  thai  is  all  I  know  of. 

Q.  I  )id  you  make  any  payments  to  Mr.  Puelicher  for  campaign 
purposes,  either  during  or  before  or  after  the  campaign,  in  any 
other  form  than  by  check  .' 

A.  No,  no  sir. 

Q.  Now,  in  your  account  winch  you  filed  you  speak  of  others 
besides  ^Ir.  Edmonds,  Puelicher.  Van  ( Jleve,  Sacketl  and  Brown. 
I  see  I  have  omitted  Mr.  Brown,  Mr.  II.  J.  Brown.  Will  you 
give  us  the  items  thai  you  paid  to  II.  J.  Brown  .' 

A.  Paid  by  J.  II.  Brown  from  l.  Stephenson's  rents. 

Q.  II.  J.  Brown  .' 

A.  Yes,  Harry  J.  Brown.  He  has  a  fund.  He  looks  after  my 
rents,  which  amount  to  several  thousand  a  year,  and  he  took 
that  money  out  of  the  rents  and  charged  it  up  to  the  rent  ac- 
count, took  it  out  of  the  rent  account. 

Q.  Where  does  Mr.  Brown  reside.1 

A.  In  Marinette.  He  is  the  cashier  of  the  Stephenson  Xa- 
t  ional  hank. 

Q.   And  he  collects  rents  i'or  you  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  these  payments  that  you  arc  now  about  to  give  are 
payments  that  he  made  out  of  this  rent  fund  .' 

A.  Yes.  It  is  expressed  here,  "from  I.  Stephenson  &  Com- 
pany rents."  It  generally  runs  until  about  the  first  of  January 
and  he  settles  up,  pays  me  the  balance  that  he  has  on  hand. 

Q.  Will  you  give  the  dates  and  amounts  of  those  payments 
that  you  made  Mr.  Brown? 

A.  (Referring  to  paper.)  T  can't  now  without — I  see  I  paid 
Van  Cleve  that  $71.35  on  the  28th  of  November.  Whether 
Brown  and  me  settled  up  then  or  not  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Have  you  any  way  of  telling  how  much  you  paid  to  Mr. 
Brown  ? 

A.  Yes.     I  paid  him  $702.7."). 
3 
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Q.   Was  thai  the  total  amount,  or  is  thai  one  of  several  items? 
A.  11  seems  to  be  the  total  amount. 

Q.  Now,  this  statemenl  thai  von  have  there,  what  is  that, 
where  did  you  get  that? 

A.  Well,  1  go1  it  from  my  cheeks,  what  I  paid. 

<t>.   You    haveti'1    go1    the    date    of    that    paytneiil    there,    that 

$792.75? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  say  you  haven M  go1  the  dad'.' 

A.  No,  T  haven '1  got  the  dales. 

Q.  Was  that  paid  in  one  payment  or  in  several  payments  .' 
•   A.  I  think  in  one.     It  is  so  expressed  here  I  referring  1o  state- 
ment). 

Q.  Thai  is  a  paymenl  which  you  did  not  make  yourself  at  all  ; 
it  was  some  disbursement  Mr.  Brown  made  and  charged  it  up 
to  you? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  charged  it  up  to  my  rent  account. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  he  paid  that  to? 

A.  No,  I  do  not.  . 

Q.  Do  you  know  for  whal  purpose  he  paid  it .' 

A.  Well,  for  work.  I  suppose,  and  canvassing. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  know  what  purpose  he  paid  it  for? 

A.  No;  only  for  campaign  purposes,  that  is  all. 

Q.  Did  you  authorize  him  to  make  the  payment  ? 

A.  I  suppose  I  did.  He  wouldn't  have  done  it  if  I  hadn't. 
He  is  a  banker,  and  he  don't  do  anything  only  what— 

Q.  (Interrupting.)  Do  you  recall  whether  you  authorized 
him  to  make  that,  or  any  other  paymenl  for  you  .' 

A.  WTell.  I  think  I  authorized  him  to  pay  it. 

Q.  What  authority  did  you  give  him  in  that  way  .' 

A.  What? 

Q.  To  make  payments  ? 

A.  Well,  to  pay  those  bills,  whatever  there  was.  I  don't 
know;  I  can't  recollect  now  to  whom;  it  was  somebody  that 
done  some  work. 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  general  authority  to  audit  and  pay  bills 
presented  there  against  you  for  campaign  purposes  .' 

A.  No.  Those  bills  I  suppose  came  in  and  T  told  him  to  pay 
them  ;  that  is  all. 
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<t>.  Were  those  bills  thai  were  firsl  presented  to  yon.  and  you 
asked  to  pay  i  hem  ? 

A.  Tlic\  was  not  bills.  Probably  gome  man  done  sunn-  work, 
;iiul  charged  so  much  for  it.  There  w;is  no  bill  made  out  ;  com- 
mon men  thai  don'1  make  bills  very  often.  They  wenl  around 
amongsl  the  voters. 

<c>.   You  haven '1  and  recollection  ;is  to  what  thai  was  for? 

A.   h  was  for  campaign  work. 

<L>.  That  Is  ral  ber  indefinite. 

A.   I  know. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection,  definitely,  as  to  whal  sort  of 
campaign  work  1  hal  u  as  for  .' 

A.  Well,  soliciting  Dames,  and  going  around  and  seeing  peo- 
ple, I  suppose,  and  inducing  them  to  vote  for  me  as  against  Mr. 
( look,  I  !at  t<>n  and  Mel  lovern. 

(,).    Do  ymi  know  to  whom  it  was  paid,  any  pari  of  it  ' 

A.  No,  I  do  doI  ;  I  haven '1  any  recollection. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  1  would  like  to  call  the  senator's  attention  to  the 
fad  thai  Mr.  Brown  appears  to  have  paid  that  to  Mr.  Van 
Cleve  (to  witness).  Is  thai  so.'  Look  at  it.  That  is  your  mem- 
orandum there. 

A.  It  would  seem  that  Mr.  Van  Cleve  got  those  men. 

<L>.   I  low  is  that? 

A.  I  say,  it  would  seem  as  though  Mr.  Van  Cleve  got  those 
men  to  do  the  work,  and  then  Mr.  Brown  paid  thai  money  to 
Van  Cleve,  and  he  paid  it  to  the  men  that  he  gol  to  work. 
Some  of  it  now.  ii  my  memory  serves  me  right,  was  for  adver- 
tising, and  getting  ou1  posters,  and  photographs,  etc. 

<v).  Thin  this  was  disbursed  by  Mr.  Van  Cleve.  in  your  judg- 
ment .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  what  portion  of  it  was  used  in  paying 
Tor  getl  ing  names  .' 

A.  No,  1  have  not.  Some  of  it  was  for  our  newspapers  and 
getting  out  extras:  and  some  of  it  was  for  photographs  got  out 
by  the  newspapers  up  there,  and  circulated. 

Q.  This  paper  that  you  have  been  refreshing  your  recollection 
from,  how  was  thai  prepared,  by  you  or  under  your  direction  .' 

A.  Which? 

Q.  This  paper  you  have  just  hem  readingfrom? 
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A.  No. 

(t>.   By  whom  was  il  prepared,  if  you  know.' 

A.  Yes.  ii  was  got  up — of  course,  il  had  to  be  go1  by  the 
checks. 

<L>.   By  whom,  I  say  .' 

A.   Well,  some  stenographers,  I  suppose,  or  typewriter. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  prepared  thai  statement  which  you  have 
been  using  in  testifying  here  .' 

Witness:  (To  Mr.  Black), Do  you  know.'  (To  the  commit- 
tee), Some  of  their  girls.  I  think,  did  it. 

Mr.  Black:  I  dictated  it.  from  the  checks  and  memoranda  of 
those  other  items  that  were  not  paid  by  check. 

Witness:  They  were  made  from  the  checks,  by  the  type- 
writers in  the  office. 

Q.  Did  you  assist  in  preparing  that  statement"' 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  this  item  of  ^7!)2.7.")  was  gotten  from  .' 
Who  figured  it  up.  and  how  it  Was  arrived  at  .' 

A.  Mr.  Van  Cleve  figured  that  up,  and  I  told  Mr.  Brown  to 
pay  him.  I  suppose. 

Q.  I  mean  in  preparing  this  statement  which  you  have  been 
reading  from;  do  you  know  who  figured  up  that  amount,  so  as 
to  know  that  was  the  amount  Mr.  Brown  paid  out  for  you? 

A.  Yes.  Mr.  Van  Cleve  made  out  the  account,  of  course. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Van  Cleve  make  out  this  account  that  you  have 
been  reading  from  ? 

A.  No,  we  have  some  other  accounts  that  we  got  this  from. 
We  had  Van  Cleve's  figures  and  put  it  all  together. 

Q.  I  understand  Mr.  Black  to  say  he  prepared  this  statement ; 
but  what  I  am  getting  at  is  whether  you  furnished  him  with  the 
information  from  which  he  made  up  that  statement,  or  whether 
somebody  else  furnished  it? 

A.  Oh,  somebody  else  furnished  it,  as  a  rule;  from  cheeks, 
and  Mr.  Van  Cleve's  account,  etc.,  it  all  went  in.  I  hadn't 
much  to  do  with  the  figuring  and  putting  it  together. 

The  Chairman  :    Will  you  pass  that  statement  up.  Senator? 

(Statement  handed  to  the  chairman"). 

Q.  I  was  just  asking  with  reference  to  this  statement,  and 
trying  to  get  at  who  furnished  Mr.  Black  with  the  information 
from  which  he  drew  this  statement,  or  made  this  statement? 
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A.  Prom  those  checks  and  accounts  made  up,  with  .Mr.  II.  A 
.).  I 'phaiii. 

Q.  That  is,  Mr.  Qpham  assisted  in  furnishing  the  information 

for  this  statement  .' 

A.  They  got  the  papers  together,  and  had  it  written  np.^yes. 
We  have  all  the  Tacts,  you  Un<»w.  We  are  not  covering  up 
anything;  in  no  place  or  nowhere.  Thai  ain'1  my  business, 
and  never  was. 

Q.  I  see  yon  have  an  item  on  here.  "July  16th,  Eagle  Print- 
ing Company;"  do  you  know  by  whom  that  was  paid.' 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Van  Cleve  negotiated  with  Mr.  Noyes  about 
that  printing;  and  I  think  there  was  some  photographs,  and 
some  dodgers  got  out,  at  the  time. 

Q.  You  mean  at   Marinette  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Ilyzer:    Paid  by  check,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Witness:  (Reading  from  statement  i,  "Eagle  Printing  Com- 
pany, $16.00." 

Q.  Did  you  pay  all  of  this  $111,385.49  by  check? 

A.  Yes,  excepting — 

Q.    (Interrupting),  A  few  of  the  smaller  items? 

A.  Mr.  Brown  paid  some  of  it  out  of  my  rents,  as  J  say. 
The  balance,  I  think,  was  paid  by  check. 

Q.  And  you  have  all  the  checks  here,  have  yon.1 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hyzer:    Will  you  have  that  paper  marked? 

(Paper  marked  "Exhibit  1,  E.  II.  Smith.  Official  Reporter.") 
Said  Exhibit  1  is  in  words  and  figures  following,  to- wit: 

June  28,  Check,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Steph.  Nat.  Bk.  .  $2,000.00 

July  6,  Check,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  M.  &  I.  Bk 10,000.00 

July  18,  Check,  E.  A.  Edmunds,  Steph.  Nat.  Bk 5,000.00 

duly  IS.  Check,  The  Eagle  Ptg.  Co..  Ste.  Nat.  Bk. .  16.00 

•Inly  30,  (heck,  J.  II.  Puelicher.  .M.  &  I.  Bk 10,000.00 

Aug.  7,  Check,  J.  H.  Puelicher.  M.  &  I.  Bk 30,000.  00 

Aug.  8,  Check,  J.  A.  McLean,  Corn  Ex.  Bk 20.00 

Aug.  17,  Check,  H.  L.  Peterson,  Steph.  Xat.  Bk.  . .  .  150.00 

Aug.  20,  Cheek,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve.  Corn  Ex.  Bk 15,000.00 

An-.  24.  Check,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Corn  Ex.  Bk 10,000.00 
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Aug.  27,  Check,  Rodney  Sackett,  Corn  Ex.  Bk 5,000.00 

Aug.  31,  Check,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Com  Ex.  Bk 2,000.00 

Sep1  3,  Check,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Corn  Ex.  Bk 13,500.00 

Sept.  3,  Check,  II.  Stronach,  Steph.  Nat.  Bk 26.00 

Sept.  14.  Check.  A.  II.  Settersten,  Steph.  Nat.  Bk..  26.10 

Sept.  26,  Check,  'I  In-  Eagle  Pfcg.  Co.,  Ste.  Nat.  Bk. .  13.50 

Oct.  1<>,  Cheek,  -I.  II.  Puelieher,  Steph.  Nat.  Bk 3,700.00 

Oct.  29,  (heck.  Walter  Alexander.  Corn  Ex.  Bk 588.30 

NOV.  7.  Cheek.-I.  W.  Howe.v.  Corn  Ex.  Bk loo.  on 

Nov.  7,  Cheek.  .1.  Karl  Morgan,  Steph.  Nat.  Bk 2,550.00 

Nov.  20,  Cheek.  J.  II.  Puelieher.  Steph.  Nat.  Bk....  200.00 

Nov.  21,  Cheek,  b.  S.  Patrick.  Steph.  Nat.  Bk.  . . .  190.99 

Nov.  28,  Cheek.  J.  A.  Van  Cleve.  Steph.  Nat  Bk.  .  .  .  71.35 
Cash.  J.  A.  Van  Cleve  (paid  by  II.  J.  Brown  from 

I.  Stephenson  rents)    792.75 

Cash,  Fred  Hutchinson  (paid  by  X.  Ludington  Co. 

and  charged  to  I.  S.  account) 25.00 

Cash.  1).  J.  McAllister  (paid  by  X.  Ludington  Co. 

and  charged  to  I.  S.  account)   110.50 

Cash.  T.  Reynolds   180.00 

Cash,  Alfred  Greenwood ' 125.00 


$111,385.49 


Mr.  1  [yzer:  That  $111,385  was  paid  by  check,  except  as  shown 
by  Exhibit  1. 

Q.  J  notice  an  item.  August  8th,  "J.  A.  McLean — Corn  Ex. 
Bk.,";  by  whom  was  that  paid? 

A.  Pie  was  somebody  I  never  see,  in  Green  Bay.  or  Brown 
county.  He  wanted  to  get  some  nanus,  and  he  said  he  done  the 
work.  I  never  seen  him,  hut  1  sent  him  my  check;  a  check  for 
$20.  I  never  seen  him.  or  know  anything  about  it.  He  was 
carrying  mail,  or  had  s<  mcthirg  to  do  with  the  mail,  and  he  was 
getting  some  names,  lie  is  a  man  in  Green  Bay.  Idon'1  know 
whal  his  business  is,  only  he  was  in  mail  matters. 

By  Mr.  Whitman:     Q.  Circulating  your  nomination  papers ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  the  idea;  circulating  the  nomination  papers. 
]  took  him  at  his  word,  and  sent  him  S'2<C  a  poor  fellow.  I  guess. 

Q.  And  August  17th,  "IT.  P.  Peterson,  $150  ;'"  do  you  know  for 
what  purpose  that  was  used? 
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A.  Yes,  he  lives  at  Sawyer,  tie  is  one  of  our  electors.  He 
done  some  work  in  Door  county,  circulating  papers  during  the 
primary;  and  I  sent  him  $150.  He  had  no  price,  and  I  sent  him 
that. 

i  ).   For  cii  dilating  papers  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  i  [e  didn't  make  out  any  bill,  <>r  anything  about  it. 
I  sent  him  that,  because  I  thought  he  deserved  it.  IK-  is  one  of 
our  electors. 

Mr.  Whitman:     A  presidential  elector? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  does  Mr.  Peterson  live? 

A.   At  Sawyer,  I  ><  or  county. 

(  ).   I  notice  a  -mall  item  here  to  II.  Stronach? 

A.  I  te  is  an  old  fellow  that  live-  in  our  town.  He  come  around 
and  he  --aid  he  could  get  names,  and  I  told  him  to  go  ahead,  lie 
i-  one  of  these  kind  of  fellows  that  there  isn't  much  to  him.  I 
told  him  to  go  on.  and  1  paid  him  that  amount  of  money. 

(  ).  'That  was  for  getting  names  to  your  nomination  papers? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Whitman:     Q.   How  much  is  that? 

The  Chairman:     $26.00. 

Witness:  I  don't  think  he  got  many,  hut  he  is  one  of  these 
supernumeraries  we  have  in  all  towns,  and  somebody  has  got  to 
take  care  of  them. 

Q.  "A.  H.  Settersten?" 

A.  Settersterj  las  been  assessor  in  that  city  for  several  years: 
a  verv  worthy  man.  He  went  to  work  and  got  names  at  5  cents 
apiece.  I  didn't  make  any  trade,  but  I  told  him  I  would  give  him 
5  cents  apiece  and  I  paid  him.     Settersten  is  a  very  worthy  man. 

I  ).  "The  Eagle  Printing  Company,"  a  small  item  here;  was  that 
paid  by  you  ? 

A.  No,  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  I  think.— No— Well,  he  done  that 
work. 

Q.  That  was  for  some  printing  and  advertising,  was  it.' 

A.  Yes.  sir,  advertising.       Ipaid  that,     lie  sent  in  Ids  hill. 

Q.  That  is  at  Marinette,  is  it? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  There  is  an  item  to  Walter  Alexander,  on  the  Corn  Ex- 
change hank,  $588.3  I :  by  whom  was  that  paid? 

A.  I  paid  him  that — or. — yes,  Walter  Alexander,  Corn  Ex- 
change hank.  $588.30.     That  is  work  he  done  in  the  primaries. 
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I  ).   What  arrangement  did  yon  have  with  him  for  the  work? 

A.  Not  anything,  only  I  asked  him  to  do  what  he  could  for  me, 
and  he  done  it. 

(  ).   You  haven't  any  idea  what  kind  of  work  he  did? 

A.  No,  only  to  get  names;  and  to  induce  people,  I  suppose,  as 
they  usually  do  in  the  canvass,  to  vote  for  me,  I  suppose.  I  don't 
km  iw  abi  tut  it. 

Q.  Tins  is  Walter  Alexander  at  Wausau,  isn't  it? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  von  advance  this  to  him,  or  did  he  render  a  statement  to 
you  afterwards? 

A.  1  think  he  sent  an  amount  and  I  sent  him  my  check.  I 
wouldn't  ask  him  for  a  statement,  a  man  like  him. 

(  ).  Have  you  his  letter  or  the  statement,  or  the  writing  which 
gives  the  amount  ? 

A.  I  did.  Yes,  I  presume  I  have,  but  whether  I  have  got  the 
letter  now  or  net  1  can't  say.  I  suppose  I  get  fifty  letters  a  day, 
and  some  of  them  I  tear  up.  Tf  I  didn't,  I  would  have  to  build  a 
warehouse  for  them. 

Q.  You  have  not,  then,  with  you,  that  statement  which  shows 
what  that  disbursement  was  for? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Yon  have  no  way  of  telling  how  much  was  for  securing 
names  to  your  nomination  papers  and  how  much  for  other  pur- 
])( ises  ? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  Mow  did  you  arrive  at  the  amount  in  making  your  state- 
ment that  von  spent  for  getting  signatures  to  nomination  papers, 
$225.00? 

A.  How  much  ? 

Q.  $225.00. 

Mr.  Ilvzer:  T  haven't  a  copy  of  that  statement.  Is  that  the 
statement  hied  ? 

The  Chairman  :     Yes. 

(  ).  The  question  was:  I  low  did  yon  arrive  at  this  item  of 
$225.06  for  getting  signatures  to  nomination  papers? 

Mr.  Ilvzer:  (to  witness):  Getting  signatures  to  nomination 
papers.  $225.06.     He  asks  yon  how  you  arrive  at  that  ? 

A.  Well,  I  can't  tell  now;  somebody  got  them  ;  sent  in  that  hill 
and  I  suppose  I  paid  it ;  that  is  all. 
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Q.  Tin's  account  thai  you  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state,  <li<l 
y» hi  file  that  yourself? 

A.   X'  >.  I  wasn'1  here.     I  sent  it. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  semi  it  .' 

Witness:  (to  Mr.  Black)  Who  brought  that  up  here,  Edmonds? 

Mr.  I  Hack  :      I  don't  know. 

Witness:     It  was  sent  to  Edmonds. 

Q.   You  sent  it  to  Edmonds,  did  you? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  don't  know  who  actually  filed  it? 

A.  No.  I  think  Overbeck.  I  don't  know  who  filed  it.  It  was 
sent  out  to  be  filed  here,  and  whether  Edmonds  was  here  then  or 
not,  I  don't  know. 

O.  When  did  you  send  it  to  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.    I  am  inclined  to  think  last  Tuesday  night. 

().  That  is,  from  Marinette      Yon  sent  it  from  Marinette? 

A.   From  Milwaukee. 

Q.  Where  were  you  when  yen  senl  it  to  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  When  I  sent  it  T  was  in  Milwaukee. 

Q.  Where  was  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  He  was  here. 

Q.  Von  mailed  it  to  Mr.  Edmonds  at  Madison? 

A.   Yes.  >ir. 

O.  On  Tuesday,  in  yonr  judgment? 

A.  I  think  Tuesday  night.  That  is  my  recollection  ;  last  Tues- 
day night.  T  arrived  in  Milwaukee  Sunday  night  from  Washing- 
ton, and  I  was  there  Monday  and  Tuesday,  and  went  home. 

Q.  Who  prepared  this  statement  which  you  filed  with  the  sec- 
retary of  state  ? 

A.  Well,  we  have  got  it  from  Mr.  Puelicher  and  others. 

O.  What  is  that  ? 

A.  Mr.  Puelicher  and  Mr.  Edmonds.  I  got  it  from  Mr.  Ed- 
munds. 

O.  When  did  you  prepare  it  ? 

A.  Well,  I  just  finished  it  up  last  Monday  or  Tuesday.  1  had 
it  before  that,  hut  we  finished  it  up.  1  guess.  Monday. 

Q.  When  did  you  begin  preparing  it? 

A.  Well,  T  might  say  I  didn't  prepare  it.  I  had  it  partially  pre- 
pared, or  they  had.     T  didn't  prepare  it. 

Q.  What  is  that? 
4 
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A.  They  had — Mr.  Edmonds  had  it,  but  not  complete  until  last 
Tuesday. 

(  ).  When  was  it  first  presented  to  you? 

A.  As  a  whole  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.   About  last  Tuesday. 

Q.   Was  another  statement  presented  to  you  first.-' 

A.  No,  not  fully. 

Q.  What  is  that? 

A.  Not  fully,  partially  ;  talked  about.  Mr.  Edmonds  has  all  the 
details. 

Q.  Had  you  prepared,  or  had  prepared  and  signed,  another 
statement  before  this  one  was  signed? 

A.   No,  sir  ;  never. 

Mr.  [Tambrecht:  (to  chairman):  Which  statement  do  you 
mean  ? 

The  Chairman  :  This  statement.  I  mean,  which  was  riled  with 
the  secretary  of  state. 

Witness:     Yes;  well,  that  is  the  only  one  that  I  have. 

O-  The  only  one,  and  the  first  one  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  the  first  one  that  you  had  signed,  was  it? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  When  did  you  sign  that  statement  at  Milwaukee,  the  one 
that  was  filed  here  ? 

A.  Well,  1  didn't  intend  to  file  it  until  the  last,  as  the  others 
have  done,  until  the  last,  until  the  attorney  general's  opinion 
was — 

Mr.  Hyzer :  (to  witness)  Wrell,  they  are  not  asking  you  about 
that  now. 

A.  (continued)  So,  we  did  not  get  it  ready.  Tut,  they  thought 
it  would  he  a  good  thing  to  sign  it  now,  and  I  had  nothing  to 
cover  up. 

By  Senator  Morris : 

Q.  As  1  understand  you,  this  account  was  prepared  by  Air.  Ed- 
monds ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(  ).   And  you  signed  it  as  it  was  presented  to  you  by  him? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

(  ).   You  kept  no  account  yourself? 

A.  No. 
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(j.   (continued)  Which  enabled  you  to  verify  the  items? 

A.   No ;  nothing  onlj  the  money  I  gave. 

By  M  r.  I  tambrechl  : 

(j.   You  have  these  checks? 

A.  Yes,  and  this  i  referring  t"  Exhibit  I  I. 

Senator  Morris  : 

Q.   Do  you  know  whether  any  other  person  assisted  Mr.   Ed 
monds  in  the  preparation  of  this  account? 

A.  IK-  had  help,  I  know.  I  guess  Ik-  had  sixteen  or  eighteen 
girls,  and  four  or  five  men.  We  bad  only  two  months  to  make 
the  campaign,  and  without  organization  it  took  a  big  force. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Q.  You  arc  referring  to  the  force  in  the  cam- 
paign  ? 

By  Senator  Marsh  : 

(  ).  The  Senator  was  asking  about  whether  that  statement — 
whether  Edmonds  had  any  assistance  in  preparing  the  statement 
tiled  with  the  secretary  of  state? 

A.    I  don't  know  that.     Of  course  he  had. 

(  ).    !  )id  Mr.  Puelicher  assist  any? 

A.  I  suppose  he  did,  to  a  certain  extent;  how  much  I  don't 
know. 

O.   Were  yon  present  when  the  statement  was  prepared? 

A.  No,  only  in  part.     T  had  nothing  to  do  with  making  it  up. 

By  Senator  Morris  : 

(J.  Did  you  discuss  this  account  with  anyone  else  besides  Ed- 
monds before  it  was  filed  ? 

A.  What?1 

O.   Did  yon  talk  over  the  account  with  anyone  else? 

A.  (  )h,  we  talked  in  a  general  way. 

Q.   With  whom? 

A.   Mr.  Puelicher  and  Edmonds  and  Sackett. 

Q.  Anyone  else? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of.  excepting  Mr.  Hyzer.  Maybe  he  was 
there  some  of  the  time.     There  was  nothing  secret  about  it. 

By  Senator  I  lusting  : 

Q.  Who  drew  that  affidavit  attached  to  that  statement  ? 

A.    I  don't  know  the  party's  name. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  (to  witness)  He  doesn't  mean  the  notary, 

Senator  Husting:     No,  1  mean  the  affidavit. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     I  drew  it. 
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O.  Does  that  purport  to  conform  to  the  provisions  of  the 
statute? 

A.  Oh,  of  course,  I  am  not  a  lawyer.  I  suppose  it  does.  He 
(referring  to  Mr.  Ilyzer)  is  a  lawyer. 

By  Senator  Morris  : 

(  ).   You  signed  it  as  it  was  presented  to  you? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Without  yourself  analyzing  the  account  in  any  way,  as  I 
understand? 

A.  I  looked  at  what  I  signed ;  of  course,  I  looked  at  it  before  I 
did  sign  it ;  and  as  far  as  I  could  know  from  the  report  there  was 
the  money  that  I  furnished.  How  it  was  spent,  I  couldn't  tell 
that,  you  know. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  Q.  So  far  as  the  statement  went,  you  under- 
stood it,  did  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  as  far  as  I  understood  it,  it  was  correct.  That 
was  my  judgment. 

By  Senator  Marsh : 

O.  Take  an  item  like  this  :  "$225''  for  getting  signatures  to 
your  papers.  You  had  no  way  of  knowing  whether  that  was  cor- 
rect or  not,  did  you  ? 

A.  No.  You  had  to  take  somebody's  word,  you  know,  of 
course. 

Q.  And  you  yourself  did  not  figure  up  from  your  checks,  or  in 
any  other  way,  to  determine  just  how  much  was  spent  for  pro- 
curing names,  and  just  how  much  was  spent  for  advertising? 

A.  No. 

Q.  But  somebody  figured  that  up  for  you? 

A.  It  is  expressed  there  "for  advertising"  in  the  statement. 

Q.  I  asked  you  whether  you  figured  that  up  from  your  checks, 
or  any  memorandum  or  information  or  knowledge  of  your  own, 
or  whether  somebody  else  figured  that  up  for  you? 

A.  Now,  Mr.  Edmonds  spent  the  money,  and  of  course  he  had 
to  figure  it  up,  to  place  it  where  it  belonged,  I  suppose;  whether 
it  was  for  advertising  or  for  other  purposes. 

Q.  Then  Mr.  Edmonds  is  the  gentleman  who  separated  it  out 
in  these  different  funds,  as  shown  in  your  statement  here? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O-  This  item  to  Mr.  Howey,  of  SUM);  do  you  know  what  pur- 
pose that  was  spent  for? 

A.  Well,  Mr.  Howey.  I  guess  he  had  got  some  office;  he  is  in 
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Superior.  He  worked  for  my  brother,  he  said,  seventeen  years 
ago,  and  seemed  to  be  an  honest  fellow,  etc.,  and  he  was  doing  a 
good  deal  of  work,  he  claimed.  I  te  didn't  make  any  price,  and  I 
sent  him  $100  after  he  got  through  getting  the  names.  I  sent  him 
my  check  for  $100. 

O.   For  getting  names? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  He  is  a  man  1  never  see,  although  he  said  lie 
worked  for  my  brother  several  years  ago. 

Q.   In  what  territory  was  that? 

A.  In  Superior.  He  seemed  to  be,  in  all  his  letters  and  from 
what  I  hear  from  others,  a  good,  honest,  hapd-working  fellow. 
He  went  around  with  the  laboring  men.  I  le  had  something  to  do 
with  labor,  at  least.     1  le  had  quite  a  influence  with  labor. 

Q.   How  did  you  come  to  know  he  did  this  work  for  you? 

A.    1  didn't ;  I  took  him  at  his  word.    They  said  he  was  all  right. 

O.  How  did  yon  know  he  claimed  to  do  the  work;  did  he  write 
you? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  wrote  yon  telling  yon  he  had  done  some  work  for  you 
getting  names  ? 

A.  He  kept  writing  me  that  he  was  doing  so  and  so;  and  ad- 
vising so  and  so  about  the  canvass,  you  see ;  and  the  labor  unions 
there,  he  had  something  to  do  with  them,  I  guess.  I  don't  know 
whether  he  belongs  to  them  or  not  but  the  labor  unions  passed  a 
resolution  in  favor  of  me,  as  I  understand,  as  I  saw  by  the  paper 
you  know  ;  and  this  man  Howey,  I  don't  know  whether  he  is  in 
some  insurance  business  or  something  up  there,  but  he  is  a  hard- 
working fellow,  and  he  never  made  any  bill  at  all ;  didn't  want 
anything.  He  thought  so  much  of  me  and  my  brother,  etc.  He 
is  a  man  of  not  much  of  any  means,  and  I  just  sent  him  my  Chi- 
cago check  for  $100.  I  don't  ask  anybody  to  work  for  me  for 
nothing. 

By  Senator  Morris : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  he  said  he  was  doing  ? 
A.  Yes,  he  w^as  getting  names,  and  inducing  people  to  go  for 
me,  instead  of  for  the  other  fellows,  I  suppose.     That  is  what  he 
claimed  he  was  doing. 

Q.  Did  he  state  what  influence  he  had  in  that  community,  in 
any  of  these  letters  ? 

A.  Well,  he  was  around  trying  to  induce  people  to  vote  for  me ; 
and  he  got  names  on  the  start  for  the  nomination  papers. 
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(  ).  Did  he  claim  to  have  influence  with  any  class  of  people  or 

individuals? 

A.  Well,  he  thought  he  bad.  yes. 

Q.   Well,  what  was  his  claim  ;  what  did  he  claim? 

A.  He  didn't  claim  any  money;  he  didn't  claim  anything.  He 
didn't  ask  me  for  money. 

Q.  What  claim  did  he  make  with  regard  to  his  influence  there? 

A.  Well,  he  thought — 1  suppose  from  what  he  said  he  was 
around  with  the  laboring  men,  etc.,  and  he  was  doing  what  he 
could  for  me ;  but  he  made  no  charge  ;  and  he  wrote  great  long  let- 
ters, and  I  used  to  throw  them  in  the  waste  basket.  So  when  the 
poor  fellow  got  through  I  sent  him  $100.  Nobody  ever  gave  me 
anything,  nor  they  can't. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Q.  He  claimed  he  was  an  influential  man  in 
the  community? 

A.  Yes,  he  didn't  belittle  himself  any.  You  have  all  been  in 
politics  enough  to  know  how  much  influence  this  one  had,  and  the 
other  one,  and  that  they  elected  you.  You  all  know  that,  if  you 
have  been  in  politics.  Somebody  told  me  he  was  a  nice  fellow, 
and  he  seemed  to  have  my  case  at  heart,  and  I  just  sent  him  $100. 
That  is  all  there  is  of  it. 

Q.  There  is  an  item  of  $2550,  to  J.  Earl  Morgan,  on  Novembei 
7th.     By  whom  was  that  paid  to  him? 

A.  Morgan?  That  was  what,  I  suppose,  he  spent  in  Mr.  Cook'-, 
county,  and  his  own.  He  rendered  a  bill  or  something — no,  he 
didn't  send  me  any  bill.  He  spent  so  much  money,  and  I  sent  him 
my  check  for  $2550. 

Q.  What  bank  was  that  check  on  ? 

Mr.  Black:     On  the  Stephenson  National. 

Witness:     On  the  Stephenson  National  Bank  at  Marinette. 

Q.  That  was  after  the  campaign  ? 

A.  After  the  campaign  was  over,  yes.  I  was  there  only  one 
day  "Home-Coming"  Day.  I  was  in  Oshkosh  on  Wednesday 
before  the  election  a  few  hours.     My  friend  Mr.  Cook  was  there. 

Q.   1  low  did  you  know  what  amount  to  send  to  him? 

A.  Well,  he  wrote  that  he  had  spent  that  much. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  for  what  purpose  he  had  spent  it  ? 

A.  Well,  in  the  canvass. 

Q.  Well,  did  he  say  whether  for  advertising,  or  for  sending 
men  out  to  work  for  you,  or  for  postage? 

A.    I  suppose  some  for  advertising. 
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(  ).   I  asked  you  whether  he  stated  to  you? 

A.  No,  he  didn't  make  any  statemenl  at  all. 

Mr.Hyzer:     Q.   He  is  your  son-in-law.? 

A.  He  is  my  son-in-law.  and  of  course  your  son-iri-law  is  al- 
ways right. 

(  ).  Was  thai  the  only  amount  that  yon  paid  to  Mr.  Morgan 
during  the  campaign  ? 

A.    Thai  is  all.  $2550.     That  was  after  the  campaign  was  over. 

(  ).  You  don't  know  whether  he  spent  more  or  less  than  that 
amount  for  you  ? 

A.    No. 

O-  And  don't  know  how  he  spent  it? 

A.   \'o,  |  don't  know  anything  about  it  at  all. 

(  ).   What  was  this  item  of  November  20th,  Mr.  Puelichdr,  $200? 

A.  Somebj  dy  scmewheres  in  the  state  claimed  that  he  done  so 
much  work,  or  something  of  that  kind.  I  ain't  clear  on  that.  He 
wanted  $200.  A  man  out  in  the  western  part  of  the  state  claimed 
that  he  done  more  than  he  got  pay  for. 

(  ).  Was  it  reported  to  you  what  he  had  done? 

A.    No,  sir. 

(J.   This  L.  S.  Patrick.  $190.99;  what  was  that  for? 

A.  Some  small  matters;  I  couldn't  tell  you.  He  is  my  secre- 
tary, or  clerk  of  my  committee.  He  has  been  with  me  a  -cod 
many  years. 

(  ).   You  don't  know   what  that  was  for? 

A.  No.  1  do  not.  It  was  a  small  item.  For  instance,  now,  a 
man  might  meet  a  fellow,  and  he  would  do  some  work,  and  you 
give  him  some  money  out  of  your  pocket  for  getting  names,  or 
something  like  that.  You  don't  keep  a  memorandum  of  all  those 
things. 

Q.  This  McAllister  item,  $110.50. 

A.  Well,  he  is  one  of  my  woods  foremen.  He  has  been  with 
me  forty-five  years  or  more.  We  sent  him  into  the  vd'^v  of 
<  Iconto  and  Marinette  to  use  his  influence  in  my  behalf,  and  that 
was  his  expenses.  I  le  didn't  pay  any  money  to  anybody  ;  that  was 
his  expenses.  He  is  a  salaried  man  in  our  company,  and  I  paid 
him  for  his  time.  I  don't  use  our  company  for  my  political  busi- 
ness. 

O.  In  what  county  did  he  work  ? 

A.  A  little  in  Oconto,  and  Marinette. 

Q.  Did  von  know  what  kind  of  work  he  did? 
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A.  Well,  he  went  out  to  induce  them  to  sign  my  nomination 
papers,  and  influence  them,  1  suppose,  persuade  them.  I  suppose, 
thai  I  was  a  good  one  to  elect,  that  is  all. 

Q.    I  )id  he  render  you  an  accounl  of  his  expenses? 

A.  No,  only  verbally,  that  is  all.  I  don't  have  to  have  an  ac- 
count from  him.  Me  has  been  with  me  forty-rive  years,  and  lie 
is  our  wo<  ds  boss  of  that  one  establishment.  (  >ne  of  my  woods 
Ik  »sses. 

( ).   Did  you  have  a  bookkeeper  in  your  office? 

A.  I  have  a  secretary,  yes.  my  own,  private;  that  is,  in  my  pri- 
vate office  you  speak  of  now? 

Q.   res. 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

(  ).  Did  you  keep  an  account,  Or  have  kept  an  account  on  your 
books,  of  the  expenditures  in  connection  with  tins  campaign? 

A.  Only  as  far  as  the  banks  would  keep  a  run  of  it;  what  we 
draw  on  the  banks,  that  is  all. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  a  set  of  books 

A.    (  interrupting-)      No. 

Q.    (continued) in  your  office  or  anywhere  else 

A.    ( interrupting)      No. 

Q.   (continued)   ■ in  which  was  entered  the  disbursements 

and  expenditures  in  connection  with  this  campaign? 

A.   No,  not  a  regular  set  of  books ;  not  in  my  private  office. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  any  which  were  not  regular?  Did  you  keep 
any  account  book  of  any  kind  in  your  office  or  elsewhere  which 
showed  the  items  of  disbursements  in  connection  with  your  cam- 
paign ? 

A.  The  checks  that  I  gave,  we  keep  account  of  them. 

Q.  On  a  book  ? 

A.  On  a  memorandum  book;  and  on  the  cheek  book  too; 
that  is  all. 

(,).  But  of  the  disbursements  other  than  the  cheeks,  you  have 
no  account  of  it? 

A.  No. 

Mr.  Whitman :  You  didn  't  have  a  regular  set  of  books  per- 
taining to  this  campaign  alone? 

A.  No,  not  in  my  private  office ;  but  right  next  to  me,  in  the 
company,  we  have  a  bookkeeper;  but  he  has  nothing  to  do  with 
this  business. 

Q.  On  your  books  that  you  keep  in  connection  with  any  other 
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business  which  you  have,  you  did  no1  make  entries,  or  have 
made  entries,  oi  the  expenses  of  lliis  campaign  .' 

A.  No,  only  od  t  he  checks. 

<c).  All  yon  have  to  go  by  now  is  your  checks? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  this  evidence  thai  they  have  got  here,  (re- 
ferring to  Exhibit  1). 

By  Senator  I  [usting : 

Q.  Do  the  checks  yon  refer  to  show  upon  their  face  for  what 
purpose  t  hey  were  given  .' 

A.  The  same  as  they  he  here  (referring  to  bundle  oi'  checks). 

(.,).  Do  they  show  upon  their  face  for  what  purpose  they  were 
given? 

A.   Xo.  any  more  than  this  (referring  to  check). 

.Mr.  Hyzer:     Q.   Xo  more  than  the  name? 

A.   Xo  more  than  the  name;  that  is  all. 

Q.  Have  you  any  way  in  which  you  could  tell  as  to  the  checks 
for  smaller  amounts,  whether  or  not  they  were  given  for  cam- 
paign purposes  .' 

A.  We  so  express  them  here,  don't  we?  (Referring  to  Ex- 
hibit 1). 

Q.  I  mean  on  the  checks  themselves  .' 

A.  Oh,  no. 

Q.  So  all  you  have  is  recollection  as  to  what  the  checks  were 
given  for .' 

A.  Yes.— Well,  now,  I  don't  know.  We  knew  what  they 
were  given  for  at  the  time. 

Q.  I  say,  but  you  have  nothing  further  than  your  recollec- 
tion? 

A.  Xo. 

Q.  And  the  checks  themselves,  to  show  whether  they  were 
part  of  your  campaign  expenses  or  not  .' 

A.  Well,  all  of  them  (indicating)  refer  to  my  campaign  ex- 
penses. 

Q.  They  don't  show7  on  their  face — you  merely  recall  that 
these  particular  checks  were  given  for  that  purpose? 

A.  Well,  you  have  my  statement  and  affidavit.  I  don't 
know  how  much  stronger  you  could  make  it. 

By  Senator  Marsh : 

Q.  Did  you  keep  any  record  of  the  currency  you  expended  in 
connection  Avith  this  campaign? 
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A.  No. 

Q.  Y(»u  did  spend  some   in   connection    with    the   campaign, 

didn't  you? 

A.   Well,  I  don't  know  in  what  way.     I   think   everything   is 

expressed  there  (referring  to  Exhibit  1). 

(t).  Did  you  use  any  currency  in  connection  with  your  cam- 
paign .'  That  is.  did  you  expend  any  money  by  simply  banding 
out  the  currency  .' 

A.  No. 

Q.  Or  having  it  done  .' 

A.  I  guess  this  man  Greenwood — I  think  he  is  one  oi  those 
kind  of  fellows  that  wanted  $10  you  know,  and  I  have  been 
kind  of— as  I  said.  I  sent  him  to  Mt.  Clemens  thirty  years  ago 
the  first  time ;  and  I  handed  him  out  of  my  pocket.  I  didn'1 
keep  any  account. 

Q.  What  I  am  getting  at  is  whether  during  your  primary 
campaign  you  expended  any  money  by  simply  using  the  cur- 
rency, instead  of  cheeks? 

A.  No,  not  to  my  knowledge  now. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Q.  Except  as  you  have  already  stated  .' 

A.  Except  as  I  have  stated  here. 

Q.  I  think  the  only  one  I  recall  now  is  one  or  two  items;  this 
man  Greenwood,  and  perhaps  Mr.  Reynolds. 

A.  Mr.  Greenwood,  I  paid  him  out  of  my  pocket. 

Q.  You  paid  him  in  currency  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  along  by  piecemeal. 

Q.  Yrou  paid  Mr.  Reynolds,  candidate  for  the  assembly,  some 
money  in  currency,  didn't  you.' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  you  paid  him  $100  in  currency,  or 
$180? 

A.  1  have  a  recollection  that  I  paid  him  in  currency  once. 
What  the  other  was  I  ain't  sure. 

Q.  You  havn't  any  check  here  to  Mr.  Reynolds,  have  you  .' 

A.  No.     I  am  inclined  to  think — 

Q.  (interrupting)  You  assume  that  you  paid  him  .+1S0  in 
currency  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Aside  from  those  two  payments,  did  you  make  any  other 
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payments  in  currency  in  connection  with  the  expenses  of  your 
campaign  ? 

A.  No1  thai  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  No1  thai  yon  recall  .' 

A.  No.  [  want  to  tell  you.  [  don 't  want  to  say  this  [never 
make  ;i  memorandum.  I  never  if  yon  tell  me  ;i  hundred 
things,  there  is  my  book.  !  have  no  memorandum.  I  keep  it 
in  my  head,  you  understand,  and  I  have  all  my  life.  Now,  I 
mighl  have  me1  somebody  thai  is  oeedy,  and  I  meel  them,  God 
knows,  too  often;  and  I  gave  them  sonic  money.  Now.  I  can'1 
recoiled  whether  in  this  campaign  L  don't  think  I  did  hand 
any  money  to  anybody  only  what  I  have  accounted  for  here. 
Greenwood,  1  paid  him.  lie  was  a  poor  unfortunate  fellow. 
He  would  come  around  and  want  $15,  and  then  he  would  come 
around  and  want  some  clothes  this  fall,  and  1  told  him  I  thought 
we  could  tit  him  out.  but  finally  when  I  got  home  they  had  given 
them  away  to  somebody  else.  lie  is  one  of  them  kind  of  fel- 
lows. 1  don't  want  to  speak  about  it,  but  I  have  a  great  many 
applications. 

By  Senator  Morris  : 

Q.  I  think  from  what  you  have  already  said,  your  memory  is 
fairly  good.  NoW,  in  travelling  around  the  state  in  this  cam- 
paign will  you  tell  the  committee  the  names  of  the  people  to 
whom  ymi  gave  money,  if  anyone,  and  the  amount  .' 

A.  No,  1  have  no  recollection  of  giving  anybody  any.  only 
what  1  paid  for  my  expenses.  I  was  only  a  piece  of  live  days 
in  the  campaign,  and  only  in  seven  counties. 

Q.  You  are  very  clear  thai  you  did  not  give  money  to  anyone 
while  you  were  traveling  around  the  state  in  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes,  to  my  bes1  recollection  1  didn't  give  anybody;  that  is 
all  there  is  of  it.  k 

Mr.  llamhrecht :  In  view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  five  minutes  to 
twelve.  I  move  that  we  take  a  recess  until  two  o'clock. 

The  Chairman:  Unless  there  is  objection  we  will  adjourn 
until  two  o'clock. 

Adjourned   until   two  o'clock   1*.    M . 
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Two  o'clock  P.  M.  February  16,  1909. 
All  members  <>i'  the  committee  present. 
Examination  of  Senator   Stephenson   continued   by   Senator 
Marsh. 
Q.  Wha1  live  counties  did  yon  go  into,  senator? 
A.   I  said  seven  counties. 
Q.  Or  seven  counties  ? 
A.  A  piece  of  five  days. 
Q.  What  counties  were  those  i 
A.  Marinette,  Milwaukee — 
Q.  How  is  that? 
A.  Racine,  Kenosha,  Waukesha,  La  Crosse — I  was  there  three 

hours. 

Q.  Marinette,  Racine,  Kenosha,  Waukesha,  La   Crosse,  and 

what  others? 

A.  Rock  county. 

Q.  And  Milwaukee,  did  you  say? 

A.  Well,  I  might  say,  I  didn't  do  any  business  there.  I  am 
in  Milwaukee  quite  often.  I  only  reckoned  seven  counties. 
How  many  have  you  got  ? 

Q.  Seven  including  Milwaukee. 

A.  1  guess  that's  all.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  I  left  out 
Oconto.  I  was  in  there  an  hour  or  two,  and  I  didn't  count  Mil- 
waukee, because  I  didn't  do  any  business  there. 

Q.  Was  Winnebago  one  of  the  seven  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  was  in  Oshkosh  a  few  hours  at  the  Homecoming  on 
Wednesday  before  the  election,  I  was  there  a  few  hours.  I 
didn't  see  anybody  only  the  crowd. 

Q.  As  you  traveled  through  those  counties  did  you  make  any 
arrangement  yourself  for  the  carrying  on  of  your  campaign? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  disbursements  in  any  of  those  counties 
at  all  yourself? 

A.  No. 

Q.  There  were  absolutely  no  expenses  whatever  connected 
with  your  trip  through  those  seven  counties? 

A.  Only  to  pay  my  fare  and  the  man  I  had  with  me. 

Q.  During  that  time  did  you  make  any  contributions  to  indi- 
viduals or  societies  or  associations,  or  organizations  of  any 
kind? 
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A.  I  <lon*t  know.  I  had  ;i  good  many  offers,  or  requests 
rather.  T  don't  know  tut.  I  think  I  didn't  make  any.  Thai  's 
my  recollection. 

Q.  Did  yon  make  any  agreements  to  contribute  to  any  such 
individual  or  organizal  ion  .' 

A.  Al  Oshkosh  \  think  they  come  to  me,  the  baseball  fellows, 
somebody  come  to  me,  and  they  wanted  tne  to  contribute.  I 
said  all  right,  and  Mr.  Morgan  paid  that,  that  was  in  his  hill. 
I  think  he  give  that  hall  game  $125.  Thai  is  my  recollection. 
Th*n  I  had  another  dispatch  from  another  party  that  wanted 
the  same  amount  two  days  hefore  the  primary,  "Give  it  before 
the  primary.*'  hut  1  didn't  do  it. 

Q.  What  is  that? 

A.  There  was  another  party  from  another  place,  they  heard 
1  had  done  something  at  Oshkosh.  and  they  wanted  me  to  send 
it  at  once,  before  the  primaries.     "Well,  I  didn't  do  it. 

Q.  Did  you  send  it  after? 

A.  No.  sir.     I  won't  be  driven  that  way.  easy. 

Q.  Now.  this  contribution  that  you  made  at  Oshkosh  wasn't 
made  directly  by  yon.  it  was  paid  by  Mr.  Morgan? 

A.  No,  not  at  all.  I  said  to  my  son-in-law  that  he  might  do 
it.  and  he  did.  and  that  is  in  part  of  the  $2. 550  that  he  spent  in 
Winnebago  county. 

Q.  That  is.  you  didn't  pay  il  to  him  that  day? 

A.  Oh,  no.     I  told  him  to  make  it  in  my  name. 

Mr.  Hambreeht :  Do  you  remember  who  it  was  that  made 
the  request  to  you  to  contribute  a  like  amount  somewhere  else. 
that  you  refused? 

A.  It  has  no  bearing — 

Mr.  Hyzer:     He  didn't  do  it. 

A.  I  didn  't  do  it. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     I  make  no  objection  at  all. 

A.  It  does  no  good.  It  was  a  mere  question  that  anybody 
might  ask.  you  know. 

Q.  Well,  what  was  done  in  consideration  of  that  $125  there 
at  Oshkosh  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  there  was  anything  done. 

Q.  Was  there  some  announcement  made  there  publicly  thai 
day  I 

A.  No,  not  to  my  knowledge.      I    only   seen   them    play   hall 
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about  a  half  an  hour  and  then  I  toot  the  train  to  Milwaukee,  I 
was  around  in  an  automobile,  they  took  me  around  the  city  and 
then  I  wenl  to  Milwaukee. 

Q.  During  thai  campaign  did  you  contribute  or  agree  to  con- 
tribute  any  other  sum  to  any  other  organizatiqn  of  any  kind  .' 

A.  No.  noi  in  the  way  of  politics.  Now.  if  you  ask  me  if  I 
give  anything  during  thai  campaign  to  the  churches,  I  would 
say  yes.  I  gave  to  a  good  many  churches,  because  they  are 
after  me  all  the  time,  but  I  didn't  give  it  for  politics. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  account  of  those  contributions  thai  yon 
made  during  the  campaign  1 

A.  No. 

Q.  Anywhere? 

A.  No. 

<L>.    Were  they  made  by  check  or  otherwise.' 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Yon  mean  to  the  churches  now.' 

Senator  Marsh :     Yes. 

A.  No,  the  churches — well,  of  course  yon  folks  may  think  so, 
J  don't.  I  am  giving  to  churches  every  year  of  my  life.  I  have 
for  years  and  I  expect  to  do  it  for  the  rest  of  my  life. 

Q.  The  question  was  whether  yon  made  those  contributions 
by  check  or  otherwise? 

A.  No.  No,  I  have  no  recollection  of  making  any  cheek  for 
any  contribution.     I  have  no  recollection. 

Q.  Well,  how  were  they  made,  in  currency.' 

A.  Yes,  as  a  rule. 

Q.  Could  you  give  the  committee  any  idea  of  how  much  those 
amounted  to  during  your  campaign? 

A.  No,  I  can't.  No.  Not  any  very  considerable  amount  in 
those  two  months.  If  they  kept  up  that  way  the  year  around. 
I  would  he  bankrupt. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  contribution  to  a  German  Lutheran  so- 
ciety at  Watertown? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Or  any  agreement  to  contribute  .' 

A.  No,  not  at  all.  I  think  I  had  an  application,  but  I  didn't 
— my  recollection  is  T  didn't  answer  it.  1  have  so  many  \  can't 
keep  them  all  in  my  mind.  I  have  no  recollection  of  giving 
them  anything.  [  couldn't  keep  the  run  of  the  applications. 
because  1  have  too  many  of  them. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY    [NVESTIGATION. 

Mr.  Bray:  Senator,  did  you  contribute  a  prize  for  the  Home- 
coming fair  a1  Oshkosh  For  the  horticultural  exhibit  .' 

A.  No,  no1  to  my  knowledge,  qo.  Wha1  Mr.  Morgan  maj 
have  done,  [don't  know  about  that.  I  have  qo  recollection 
t lin!  1  ever  knew  anyl hing  aboul  it . 

Q.  Was  (here  any  direction  of  any  kind  as  to  how  Mr.  Mor- 
gan should  Or  Should  not   spend   the  money   for  you  .' 

A.  \(i.     It  was  opt tonal  with  him. 

(^.   Is  that  true  as  to  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Puelicher  also.' 

A.  Yes.      I    had    no    restriction.      I    couldn'1    govern    them. 

They  had  to  use  their  judgment  and  keep  within  the  law.     That 

is  what   I  wanted  them  to  do. 

(.,).  You  had  no  agreement  with  any  of  them   as   to  just,  how 

they  were  to  spend  your  money  or  how  they  were  not  to  spend 
it? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Did  any  of  these  gentlemen  whose  names  are  mentioned 
in  your  formal  statement  report  to  you  how  they  had  expended 
1  his  money  .' 

A.  Well,  in  some  eases  probably  they  told  where  they  had 
done  certain  things,  but  that  was  all,  I  can't  recall  any — 

Q.  Did  they  make  any  written  report  to  yon  as  to  how  they 
had  spent  the  money  or  how  much  .' 

A.  No. 

<L>.  You  had  no  written  agreement  with  any  of  those  gentle- 
men in  any  form  .' 

A.  No. 

Q.  And,  as  I  understand  you,  you  had  no  oral  agreemenl 
with  them  as  to  how  they  Were  to  spend  the  money.' 

A.  They  were  to  use  their  judgment. 

Q.  Did  you  make  the  agreement  with  Mr.  Puelicher  as  to 
what  his  duties  were  or  did  Mr.  Edmonds  make  that  agreement 
for  you  ? 

A.  Let  me  see — I  don't  quite  understand  that.  (Question 
read.) 

By  Mr.  Hyzer.  Did  you  make  the  agreement  with  .Mr. 
Puelicher  directing  him  what  to  do.' 

A.  No. 

Q.  They  don't  ask  you  in  a  particular  case,  hut  general? 

A.  No. 
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(t).   When  you  commenced? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Well,  what  did  you  do? 

A.  To  get  along  the  best  they  could,  and  cheapest,  and  keep 
within  the  law. 

By    Senator    Marsh: 

Q.  You  don't  understand  thai  .Mr.  Edmonds  employed  .Mr. 
Puelicher?     Whatever  employments  there  was.  il  was  by  you? 

A.  Well,  Mr.  Puelicher  wasn't  employed  really,  only  as  a 
banker. 

Q.  And  you  employed  him  yourself  for  that  purpose  .' 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  These  cheeks  that  you  have  exhibited  here,  did  you  take 
those  from  a  check  book,  that  is,  was  there  any  stub  part  to 
that  book,  or  block,  which  you  took  them  from  .' 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Akid  have  you  that  book  of  stubs  here? 

A.  Not  here,  no. 

Q.  Where  is  it? 

A.  Well,  it  is  at  my  home. 

Q.  At  Marinette? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  were  recjuested  to  produce  the  stubbs  here,  were  you 
not,  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  Well,  perhaps  that  may  be  so.  I  don't  know.  I  supposed 
the  cheeks  would  be  evidence.  They  had  been  paid  and  re- 
turned. 

Q.  Do  your  stubs  show  the  purposes  for  which  those  checks 
were  drawn? 

A.  Yes,  they  were  compared — 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Well  now,  understand  the  question,  senator. 

(Question  read.) 

A.  Yes,  always,  as  a  rule.  Now.  understand  me.  1  didn't 
compare  them  minutely  but  that  is  the  way  we. do  business. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  If  he  understands  the  question,  1  have  no  ob- 
jection.    If  he  means  the  mimes,  why.  all  right. 

Q.  Now,  on  some  stubs,  senator,  there  is  a  blank  on  the  stub 
to  designate  for  what  purpose  the  cheek  was  drawn. 

A.  Well,  that  is  the  way  we  draw  all  of  them.  I  can'1  say 
whether —  That  is  the  way  we  intend  to  draw  all  of  our 
checks,  yes.     The  stub  designates  what  the  check  was  given  for. 
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Senator  Morris*:  Did  you  have  a  separate  cheek  hook  for 
campaign  purposes  ' 

A.  No,  1 1 <  >t  for  that.  The  cheek  book  is  the  same  as  we  use 
all  the  time  for  ;ill  of  our  business. 

<t>.  Then  the  checks  you  have  produced  here  were  from  th< 
same  book  thai  you  used  in  connection  with  some  other  lines 
of  3 our  busin 

A.  Yes  sir,  with  my  general  business. 

<L>.  And  mi  how  many  differenl  banks  were  these  clicks  drawn 
thai  you  have  produced  here  .' 

A.  We  have  the  list  here.  I  can't  keep  that  in  my  mind 
quite.     The  checks  will  speak. 

<t>.  Have  you  any  objection  to  getting  for  us  by  mail  or  other- 
wise   the    Stubs    Of    these    checks  ? 

A.  No- 
Mr.  Hyzer:  Nunc  in  the  world  that  I  can  think  of.  I  would 
be  glad  to  have  had  them  here.  1  guess  nobody  thoughl  of  it. 
We  broughl   the  checks  instead. 

Senator  Marsh:  The  stubs  were  especially  mentioned  in  the 
request. 

Mr.   Hyzer:     Well,   1   guess  nobody — 

Senator  Morris:  How  many  di  If  (rent  cheek  hooks  did  yon 
use  during'  the  campaign  .' 

A.  I  think"  about  two,  one  on  our  own  hank-  and  one  on  the 
Corn  Exchange,  Chicago.  I  ain't  sure  whether  1  got  any  on 
Marshall  &  [lsley  or  not.  Sometimes  we  used  one  of  our  own 
and  charged  it  in:  I  guess  some  of  them  are  made  so.  some  of 
the  Stephenson  hank  checks,  Marshall  &  Ilsley  was  written  in 
and  Stephenson  hank  crossed  out.  I  guess  some  of  those  checks 
show  that. 

(,).  I  think  the  committee  would  he  glad  to  have  those  si  ults 
as  soon   as  yon  could   gel    them   to  us. 

A.   I  will  try  and   get  them   here. 

Q.  Did  you  have  considerable  correspondence  in  connection 
with  your  campaign  .' 

A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  correspondent — did  you  write  any  let- 
ters w  :th  reference  to  it? 

A.  Well,  that's  possible,  yes,  but  I  was  in  Milwaukee  several 
times   and    I   saw    Mi-.    Edmonds   and    he   came   up   and   saw   me 
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once  or  twice  during  the  campaign;  i1  only  Lasted  aboul  .1 
couple  of  months  you  know. 

Q.  In  this  account  which  you  filed  you  have  qo  accounl  for 
your  persona]  expense  of  the  campaign  .' 

A.  No. 

Q.   How   many  times  did  you   visit   Milwaukee? 

A.  Well,  I  don'1  know,  about  three  or  four  limes.  Bu1  I 
iliiln'1  visit  it  in  regard  to  the  campaign.  I  have  business  in 
Milwaukee.  I  have  a  very  large  business,  an  estate  there,  and 
I  have  been  called  down  there  sometimes  to  execute  papers. 

(t>.  And  al  no  time  did  you  go  there  for  the  purpose  of  the 
campaign  .' 

A.  No.  I  think  not.     That  is  my  judgment. 

<L>.  And  these  other  seven  counties  that  you  visited,  did  you 
no  there  for  campaign  purposes  or  on  business.' 

A.  No,  as  a  rule  I  went  to  show  myself.  They  thought  1  was 
very  helpless  and  I  wanted  to  show  them  I  wasn't. 

Q.  And  then-  were  of  course  some  personal  expenses  and  ex- 
penditures by  you  on  your  visits  to  those  counties  .' 

A.  Yes.  my  fare  and  hoard,  etc.  that  I  kept  no  account  of. 
It  couldn't  be  very  much. 

Q.  And    that    wasn't    included    in    the    statement    which    you 

filed.' 

A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  examine  your  checks  yourself  for  the  purpose  of 
selecting  those  which  seemed  to  be  for  campaign  expenses.' 

A.  No.   I   didn't  personally,  no. 

Q.  Who  did  make  this  selection  of  the  checks  which  you  have 
produced   here  .' 

A.  My  secretary  did.  that  I  have  had  with  me  seventeen 
years. 

Q.  What  is  his  name? 

A.  It's  a  woman. 

<t>.  What's  her  name .' 

A.  Stringham.     Mary  K.  Stringham. 

(  ).    Residing- at  Marinette? 

A.   Yes. 

O-  And  so  far  as  you  know  personally  there  may  be  other  cheeks 
issued  for  the  purposes  of  this  campaign? 

A.    No,  no,  1  don't  think  there  is  anything. — nothing  more. 

O.  Did  yon  make  any  personal  examination  of  any  kind  your- 
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se]  f  of  your  checks  or  stubs  or  vouchers  to  determine  whether  there 
were  any  i  ithers  ? 

A.  Well,  there  wouldn't  be  any  without  I  knew  it.  The) 
wouldn't  draw  any  only  under  my  orders. 

(  ).  Well,  as  I  understand  you,  you  don't  claim  to  remembei 
you  have  to  refer  to  these  chi  cks  in  order  to  determine  how  much 
was  -pent  and  for  what  it  was  paid — is  that  true? 

A.  Well,  the  object  of  bringing  those  checks,  exhibiting  them 
to  you,  we  have  figured  up  ourselves  how  much  was  spent,  you 
understand,  by  our  stubs- — these  cheeks  are  brought  here  to  show 
you  what  the  amount  is. 

().  Do  you  claim  to  tie  able  to  remember  the  amounts  and  pur- 
poses of  these  checks  without  referring  to  die  checks  themselves? 

A.   Well,  our  stuh-  would  >how  that. 

(  ).  Can  you  remember  it  without  referring  to  die  stubs  or  the 
checks  themselves  ? 

A.  No,  I  couldn't  say.  I  couldn't  say  that  I  gave  a  check  for 
ten  thousand  or  thirty  thousand,  or  whatever  it  is  there,  day  after 
day. 

().  Well,  I  ask  you  it"  you  have  made  any  personal  examination 
of  any  kind  yourself  of  your  checks,  of  all  of  your  checks  or  stubs 
so  as  to  determine  yourself  whether  or  not  there  are  any  others 
that  are  issued  for  campaign  purposes? 

A.  No.  That  would  depend  of  course.  If  you  ask  me  if  I 
took  the  hook,  why,  my  secretary  will  figure  that  out,  she  draws 
the  checks  and  I  sign  them. 

().  She  is  the  one  who  made  this  examination  of  your  checks 
from  which  these  were  selected  that  you  brought  here? 

A.  Yes. 

Q-  Now,  I  ask  you  if  it  may  not  he  true  that  there  were  other 
checks  issued  for  campaign  purposes  that  you  have  not  broughl 
here? 

A.   Xo,  there  is  none. 

().    How  do  you  determine  that? 

A.  Because  the  amount  is  there  of  those  checks  that  I  have  ex- 
amined, the  amount  of  money  that  1  drew  for  campaign  purposes; 
and  there  is  no  others. 

Q-  How  do  you  know  there  are  no  others?  ■ 

A.  You  ask  me  how  I  know?  There  wouldn't  he  any  drawn 
without  I  signed  them,  and  that's  all  that  T  signed. 

(  ).    1  h  iw  man_\-  did  you  sign? 
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A.  I  couldn't  tell  how  many  I  signed,  couldn't  anybody  tell  how 
many  J  signed.    Those  are  what  J  .signed  and  no  others. 

().  You  are  positive  that  you  remember  jusl  what  checks  you 
signed  and  what  you  didn't  sign? 

A.  Yes. 

(  ).  Of  course  you  signed  a  great  many  other  checks  between 
the  time  the  first  one  of  these  was  issued  and  the  time  the  last 
one  was  issued,  for  other  purposes? 

A.  Oh,  yes. 

O-  But  your  memory  is  sufficiently  clear  so  that  you  are  able  to 
state,  without  having  examined  your  checks  or  without  having  ex- 
amined your  vouchers  or  stubs,  that  these  are  the  only  ones 

A.  For  campaign  purposes? 

Q.  That  you  issued  for  campaign  purposes? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  am  satisfied — I  am  clear  in  my  mind  that  these 
were  all  for  campaign  purposes,  no  others. 

O-  I  think  you  have  stated,  perhaps  I  didn't  understand  you, 
but  I  think  you  stated  that  you  made  no  examination  yourself  of 
your  checks  issued  from  June  up  to  the  time  you  quit,  showing 
checks  for  campaign  purposes,  to  determine  whether  or  not  there 
were  any  more. 

A.  My  secretary  would  sit  down  and  figure  over  how  many 
checks  were  drawn  and  we  figured  up  the  amount. 

Q.  Did  she  then  tell  you  how  many  you  had  drawn? 

A.  Well,  yes,  figured  up  the  amount,  the  amount  of  money. 

O-  Well,  you  directed  her  to  look  up  all  checks  that  you  had 
drawn  for  campaign  purposes,  did  you — is  that  right." 

A.  Yes. 

O-  And  she  went  through  the  checks  and  produced  these  that 
you  have  brought  here? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  And  if  my  memory  serves  me  right,  they  corre- 
sponded with  my  memory  too.  I  am  satisfied  that  is  all  there 
was.  Those  cheeks  are  pretty  large  you  know  and  I  kept  the  run 
of  them  in  my  head. 

(  ).  Alight  there  not  have  been  a  great  many  of  twenty-five, 
'fifty  and  one  hundred  dollar  checks  that  you  couldn't  remember 
anything  about? 

A.  For  campaign  purposes? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  No,  sir,  there  is  none,  only  what  we  show  here,  by  this  paper 
(referring  to  Exhibit  i). 
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(  ).  That  is,  you  think  you  would  be  able  to  remember  every 

one  of  those  and  (hat  there  were  no  others? 

A.  ¥>s. 

(  ).   Your  memory  is  good  enough  for  that,  i->  it? 

A.   Yes,  I  think  so. 

(  ).  You  were  not  able  to  testify,  were  you.  a-  to  tin-  amounl  of 
one  of  the  e  cheeks  without  referring  to  the  check  itself? 

A.  (  >.  yes.  I  knew  I  gave  ten  thousand,  I  knew  I  gave  lliirty 
thou>and  dollar  checks,  and  so  on.  1  knew  1  gave  that  thirty- 
seven  hundred,  and  so  on.      A  lot  of  them  I  have  in  my  mind. 

Q.  Well,  could  you  give  a  list  of  these  now  without  looking  at 
them  ? 

A.  Well,  T  hardly  think — hut  the  gross  amount,  1  could  come 
pretfy  near,  because  I  knew  what  I  drew  against. 

Q.  Did  you  have  your  secretary  examine-  the  stubs  of  these 
checks  when  she  was  looking  for  these  checks  to  produce  here? 

A.  She  did  examine  them,  yes — so  she  said — I  didn't  watch  her 
when  she  was  doing"  it. 

Q-  Did  you  direct  her  to  examine  the  -tubs? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  those  sluhs  would  show  whether  it  was  for  campaign 
purposes  or  for  some  other  purposes,  would  they.' 

A.  Yes,  naturally. 

Q.  In  whose  custody  are  these  sluhs  now.' 

A.  In  my  secretary's,  in  my  office,  my  private  office  al   home 

(v>.  In  your  statement  which  you  filed  in  the  secretary  of 
state's  office  you  indicate  thai  there  was  $111,385.49  paid  to 
E.  A.  Edmonds  and  others? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  they  have  accounted  to  you  for  ^107.793.05.  leaving 
a  difference  of  some  $3,500.  TTas  any  account  been  rendered  to 
you  of  the  manner  in  which  that  was  expended  or  used,  or  has 
it  been  paid  hack  to  you.' 

A.  No,  I  haven't  had  an  account  yet. 

Q.  You  say  you  have  had  no  account  rendered  to  you  of  that 
amount  ? 

A.  Xo,  I  have  not. 

Q.  Is  it  still  in  the  hands  of  some  of  these  gentlemen  as  far 
as  you  know? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Or  Mr.  Puelicher. 
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A.  Or  Mr.  Puelicher.     They  both  had. 

Q.    Well,  qow  which   is  it  .' 

A.   I  should  say  both  together. 

Senator  Marsh:  I  suggesl  thai  ii  is  hardly  proper  for  coun- 
sel to  prompt  the  witness. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Well,  I  beg  the  chairman's  pardon.  I  didn'1 
mean  to  <ln  that,  and  I  don't  do  thai  sort  of  thing.  Bu1  at  the 
same  time  I  didn't  want  the  senator  to  carelessly  state  thai  it 
was  Mr.  Edmonds  alone  because  I  happened  to  know,  and  there 
is  no  dispute  about  it  at  all.  that  Mr.  Puelicher  bandied  this 
money,  and  I  think  there  is  som  balance  in  his  hands.  I  don't 
want  the  senator  to  carelessly  misstate  the  fact  that  isn't  Open 
to  dispute  at  all. 

Q.  Now.  how  were  these  reports  made  to  you.  were  they  made 
in  writing? 

A.  The  same  r<  port   that  1  bled,  was  made  to  me.  ye.. 

Q.  Well,  that  wasn't  a  report  to  you.  That  was  a  report  that 
you  made  to  the  secretary  of  state.' 

A.  Well,  that's  all.  I  haven't  got  the  details  of  the  final  «  x- 
penditures  of  the  money. 

Q,  You  say  in  your  report  here  that  "The  following  items 
have  been  reported  to  me  as  expended." 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  how  were  these  expenditures  reported  to  you — in 
writing  ? 

A.  Xo.  just  as  that — they  haven't  been  reported  to  me  in 
writing;  no,  they  haven't  made  any  detailed   report   to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  Mr.  Edmonds  expended  for  you.' 

A.  No. 

(t).  Do  you  know  how  much  any  one  of  these  gentlemen  ex- 
pended for  you? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Has  any  one  of  them  reported  to  you  how  much  he  spent 
for  you?    . 

A.  No. 

Q.  Or  for  what  purposes  he  spent  money   for  you9 

A.  No. 

Q.  Well,  what  did  you  mean  in  your  report  here  by  saying 
that  they  had  reported  as  having  expended  so  much  for  certain 
purposes? 

A.  Well,  that  Avas  the  report  they  made  to  me. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [NVESTIGATION.       63 

Q.  Did  they  tell  thai  to  you,  did  they  make  thai  reporl  orally 
or  did  they  make  it   in  wril  ing  .' 

A.  No,  they  made  the  reporl  and  presented  h  to  me  and  told 
me  i  ha1  was  correct,  I  ha1  'a  all. 

Q.  They  made  this  reporl  which  you  filed  with  the  secretary 
of  state  and  told  you  thai  was  righl  and  yon  signed  i1  and  swor< 
l..  il  .' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

<L>.  And  did  anybody  aside  from  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Pue- 
licher  have  anything  to  do  with  telling  yon  thai  this  reporl  was 
correct?  I  '%  H 

A.  Well,  Mr.  Sackett,  it'  yon  please,  was  with  Edmonds. 
Sacketl  w;>s  with  hi m  and  he  helped;  he  was  in  the  office  and  T 
suppose  he  helped  Edmonds. 

0.  Tli. >n  it  was  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Sacketl  Unit  gave  tins 
report  lo  yon  and  told  yon  it  was  eorrecl  ? 

A.  Yes.  and  Mr.  Puelicher. 

Q.  Those  three? 

A.  Thoso  throe. 

0.  Did  they  furnish  yon.  either  orally  or  in  writing,  any  more 
detailed  report  than  this  one  yon  filed  here? 

Q.  Have  yon  ever  asked  them  or  tried  to  find  out  how  this 
money  was  spent  any  more  "in  detail  than  is  shown  here' 

A.  Yes,   they  expect    to   give   me   the   details,   yes. 

O.  What  is  that? 

A.  They  said  they  would  make  up  the  details  and  give  if  to 
me  if  T  wanted  it. 

0.   They  have  not  done  that  yet? 

A.  Xo. 

Q.  So  up  to  the  present  time  they  haven't  given  yon  any 
more  detailed  report  of  the  expenditures  than  this' 

A.  O.  yes.  they  have  given  mo  more  than  that,  but  not  com- 
plete, no.     They  showed  me  that,  but  not  complete. 

0.  Yon   haven't   it  with    with   yoU? 

A.  Xo. 

0.  Was  that  in  writing,  that  which  was  submitted  to  you 
partiallv? 

A.  Well,  nartiallv.  T  just  merely  glanced  at  it.  T  wouldn't 
Know  anything  about  it. 

0.  "When  was  that  submitted  to  you? 

A.  0,  a  week  ago  I  iruess.  or  so,  a  couple  of  weeks  ago — no. 


i;i       THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  [INVESTIGATION. 

a  week  ago.     They  wasa'1  ready  I  suppose  in  some  cases;  maybe 
hadn't  got  returns  in  in  sonic  cases. 

Q.  Take  an  item  like  this  item  of  $11,339  for  postage  stamps. 
Was  that  expended  by  any  one  person  for  yon  or  by  all  of 
these  gentlemen  .' 

A.  Edmonds  had  the  main  office  where  they  run  it,  he  had 
charge  of  it,  he  had  clerks  there,  and  so  forth. 

Q.  And  your  understanding  is  that  the  expenditure  for  post 
age  was  all  made  from  Mr.  Edmond's  office,  or  was  some  of  it 
made  from  Mr.  Puelicher's? 

A.  There  might  have  been  some  from  Mr.  Puelicher's. 

Q.  And  perhaps  Mr.  Sackett's? 

A.  Yes,  Sackett's  too.  I  understand  that  there  was  two  days 
they  sent  out  thirty  thousand  letters. 

Q.  Then  all  of  these  gentlemen  so  far  as  yon  know  may  have 
expended  a,  portion  of  this  eleven  thousand  dollars  for  postage? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Yon  didn't  get  together  the  amount  that  each  one  of 
them  spent  for  postage,  did  you? 

A.  0,  no,  no  sir. 

Q.  That  is  true,  is  it,  with  reference  to  the  expenditure  for 
printing? 

A.  Yes,  I  suppose,  yes. 

Q.   That  is,  you  don't  know  which  one  of  these  11  spent   Hi  • 

money  for  printing? 

A.  No,  I  suppose  it  was  done  thru  Hie  office. 

Q.  Or  how  much  money  they  each  spent? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds  couldn't  do  everything  himself  you  know, 
he  had  to  have  clerks,  etc.,  it  was  done  thru  the  office  in  Mil- 
waukee. We  had  to  have  a  great  deal  of  help,  because  there  is 
only  two  months  in  the  campaign,  no  organization. 

Q.  Do  you  know  in  general  what  the  purpose  of  this  ex- 
penditure of  $16,486.24  was,  which  was  paid  to  the  Koch  Ad- 
vertising Agency? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  don't  know  what  the  nature  of  that  printing  or  ad- 
vertising was? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  personal  transactions  with  Mr.  Knell 
for  the  management  of  the  campaign  in  Milwaukee. 

A.  Not  any. 
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<t>.  You  didn't  have  any  personal  transactions  with  him  ;it  all? 
A.  No  sir,  not  any. 

<u>.  <>n  any  of  your  trips  to  Milwaukee  did  you  consult  .with 
Mr.  Knell  : 

A.  Never,  I  never  seen  him  but  once,  and  thai  was  a1  a  dis- 
tance, and  he  bowed  to  me  on  ;i  corner.  He  was  in  the  national 
committee,  a.  delegate  with   me. 

Mr.   Hambrecht:     National  convention. 

A.  Yes,  national  convention.  II''  was  ;i  delegate.  That  was 
the  only  time  I  ever  seen  him,  excepl  once  he  bowed  to  me  in 
thr  street. 

Q.  Whatever    correspondence    you    did    haw    in    connection 
with  your  campaign,  did  you  keep  copies  of  your  letters.' 

A.  Not  as  a  rule,  Imt  I  didn't  have  any  correspondence,  I 
done  some  of   it    by  telephone  you  sec — 

Q.  Did  you  write  any  letters  with  reference  to  your  cam- 
paign .' 

A.  No,   I    think   not. 

Q.  Did  you  dictate  any  letters  with  reference  to  your  cam- 
paign .' 

A.  No,  I  think  not. 

Q.  Not  any? 

A.  Well.  I  won't  say  that  now.  I  think  not.  I  talked  with 
.Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Puelicher  or  what  not.  talking  thru 
the  phone,  several  times  thru  the  telephone. 

Q.  You  haven't  any  recollection  now  of  writing  any  letters 
with  reference  to  your  campaign,  have  you? 

A.  No,  1  haven't  any  in  my  mind  now.  I  may  have  done  it. 
I  can't  say. 

Q.  When  you  keep  copies  of  your  letters,  do  you  keep  carbon 
copies  or  letter  press  copies? 

A.  Keep  letter  press  copies. 

Q.  Ordinarily  in  your  correspondence  do  you  keep  a  copy  of 
your  letters  that  you  send  out  from  your  office? 

A.  Well,  I  do,  in  pari,  when  there  is  any  importance  to  them, 
yes. 

»•  Q.  Did  you  keep  copies  of  any  letters  that  you  wrote  during 
this  campaign — that  is,  in  connection  with  your  campaign? 

A.  I  don't  know,  I  couldn't  say  whether  I  did  or  not.     I  am 
inclined  to  think  not,  but  I  am  not  sure  of  it. 
5 
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Q.  You  didn'1  make  any  examination  of  your  Letter  hooks  to 
find  out  about  that,  or  have  any  examination  made? 

A.  L  think  there  is  no,  there  is  nothing,  no,  I  don'1  think 
we  did. 

(,).  Please  read  the  answer. 

(Answer   read.) 

A.  I  wouldn't  say  positive  thai  we  didn't,  but  my  judgmenl 
is  that  we  didn  't. 

Q.  Has  your  secretary  charge  of  your  Letter  books  used  during 
that  period  .' 

A.     Yes. 

Q.  From  June  until  September .' 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  They  are  in  her  custody,  are  they  .' 

A.    Yes. 

C^.  Have  ymi  any  objection  to  her  producing  them  here.' 

A    No,  I  haven't  any  that   I   know  of. 

Q.  Did  you  reci  ive  reports  occasionally  from  these  gentlemen 
who  were  carrying  on  your  campaign  as  to  the  progress  of  the 
campaign  ? 

A.  Well,  some — through  the  telephone  usually. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  letters  from  them  on  the  subject  ? 

A.  I  think  perhaps  I  did  some,  but  not  to  have  any  bearing, 
I  guess. 

Q.  Have  you  any  of  those  letters  here? 

A.  No,  I  haven't. 

Q.  You  keep  a  file  of  all  of  your  letters,  do  you.7 

A.  Not  all  of  them,  no. 

Q.  Is  there  any  class  of  letters  that  you  are  not  in  the  habit 
of  keeping? 

A.  Well,  now  you  ask  me  that  question,  supposing  one  day  I 
receive  four  letters  from  ladies  in  Minneapolis  begging, — well, 
now.  I  wouldn't  keep  them  on  file,  four  in  one  day,  in  one  mail, 
and  one  from  South  Dakota,  begging.  Now  those,  you  wouldn't 
expect  I  would  keep  them.  Now,  I  am  only  giving  you  a  sam- 
ple of  one,  and  I  am  receiving  those  all  the  time.  , 

Q.  You  don't  keep  those  letters  on  file,  that  is.  those  begging 
letters  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  and  any  letter  that  ain't  of  any  importance,  we 
throw  it  away. 
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Q.  Now,  is  there  any  other  class  of  Lett*  rs  that  you  are  not  iu 
the  habit  of  keeping  on  your  files? 

A.  ( ).  there  mighl  lie  a  business  letter  that  I  wanted  to  write, 
or  perhaps  a  political  letter,  that  L  might  write,  that  1  might 
keep.  I  have  got  a  good  many  political  letters  that  the  world 
may  see  sometime. 

(,).  1  am  asking  yon  Dow  of  the  letters  that  you  receive,  not 
tin  letters  that  you  write  Is  it  your  general  custom  to  keep 
the  letters  that  yon  receive,  file  them  away.' 

A.  Xo,  it  is  not,  uo,  without  it  is  some  business  proposition 
that  I  want  to  refer  to  afterwards,  or  something  like  that  you 
know. 

(^.  The  other  letters  thai  yon  receive,  aside  from  some  special 
business  Letters,  are  destroyed  after  they  have  been  read/ 

A.     Yes. 

Q.  And  yon  haven't  now  any  Letters  bearing  Upon  this  "cam- 
paign .' 

A.   Xo.      With  me.' 

(I  Yes. 

A.  No. 

(<).  Have  you  any  in  your  office  or  els<  where? 

A.  Well,  that  I  couldn't  say.     It's  possible.     I  don't  know. 

Q.  You    didn't    examine    your    files    of    Letters    to    ascertain 
whether  or  not  you  had  any  or  not  .' 
'A.  No. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  would  suggest.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  might 
give  a  list  of  those  right  to  the  reporter,  if  you  will  let  me  do 
that,  or  do  it  yourself,  if  you  prefer.     That  will  preserve  them. 

Senator  Marsh :  I  suppose  this  will  be  the  same  as  though  it 
were  testimony  coming  from  Senator  Stephenson? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  If  you  like.  Follow  your  own  wish.  We  will 
leave  them  here  if  you  like. 

Senator  .Marsh:      Well,  ]•(  ad  them. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  July  G,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank, 
$10,000. 

July  30,  J.  II.  Puelicher.  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank,  $10,000. 

August  7,  J.  H.  Puelicher,  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank,  $30,000. 

November  28,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Stephenson  Xational  Bank, 
$71.35. 

November  21,  L.  S.  Patrick,  Stephenson  National  Bank, 
$190.99. 
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November  20,  •'•  H.  Puelicher,  Stephenson  National  Bank, 
$200. 

November  7.  J.  Ear]  .Morgan,  Stephenson  National  Bank, 
$2,5.50. 

October  JO,  J.  II.  Puelicher,  Stephenson  National  Bank, 
$3,700.  K 

September  2.6,  Eagle  Printing  Company,  Stephenson  National 
Bank.  $13.50. 

September  14,  A.  II.  Settersten,  Stephenson  National  Hank, 
$26.10. 

September  3,  II.  Stronach,  Stephenson  National  Bank,  $26. 

August  17,  II.  L.  Peterson,  Stephenson  National  Bank,  $150. 

July  18,  Eagle  Printing  Company,  Stephenson  National  Bank, 
$16. 

July  18,  E.  A.  Edmonds,  Stephenson  National  Bank,  $5,000. 

June  28,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Stephenson  National  Bank,  $2,000. 

November  7,  J.  W.  Howey,  Corn  Exchange  Bank,  Chicago, 
$100. 

October  29,  'Walter  Alexander,  Corn  Exchange  Bank  of 
Chicago,  $588.30. 

September  3,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Corn  Exchange  Bank,  $13,500. 

August  31,  Corn  Exchange  Bank,  Chicago,  $2,000. 

August  27,  Rodney  Saekett,  Corn  Exchange  Bank,  Chicago, 
$5,000. 

August  21,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Corn  Exchange  Bank,  Chicago, 
$10,000. 

August  20,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Corn  Exchange  Bank.  Chicago, 
$15,000. 

August  8,  John  A.  McLean,  Corn  Exchange  Bank,  Chicago, 
$20. 

Q.  This  Exhibit  1  is  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the  same 
account  that  you  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state,  isn't  it,  sena- 
tor? 

A.   (After  referring  to  paper)     There  is  $111,000— 

Q.  What  I  mean,  senator,  is  that  the  items  on  that  sheet,  Ex- 
hibit number  1,  go  to  make  up  the  same  total  that  is  mentioned 
at  the  beginning  of  your  statement  here  that  you  filed  with  the 
secretary  of  state. 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  what  I  filed.  That  don't  correspond  with 
that,  because  there  was  something  left. 

Mr.  Ilvzer:     No,  no,  you  don't  understand  the  question. 
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( ).  The  first  item  in  your  account  which  you  filed  there,  that  is, 
the  total  amount  paid  out  by  you,  is  $111,385.49? 
A.   Yes. 
(  ).  And  I  see  that  this  Exhibit  number  1  is  the  same  amount, 

Si  1  [,38549? 

A.  Yes. 

().  And  this  Exhibit  1  is  simply  a  more  detailed  statement  oi 
that  same  total  that  you  mention  at  the  head  of  your  statement 

which  you  filed  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  that's  right. 

Senator  Marsh  :  1  think  perhaps  this  ought  to  go  into  the  rec- 
ord (Exhibit  1).  It  may  be  offered  in  evidence.  I  think  these 
vouchers  ought  to  be  marked  as  exhibits,  and  if  there  is  no  objec- 
tion to  them,  they  will  be  considered  in  evidence. 

(  Vouchers  marked  Exhibits  2  to  24  inclusive,  Edward  II.  Smith. 
official  reporter.) 

Q.  These  contributions  which  you  say  you  may  have  made  dur- 
ing the  campaign  to  church  societies  and  other  societies,  were  they 
made  by  check? 

A.  Well,  there  might  have  been  some,  but  they  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  campaign. 

Q.  That  is,  you  didn't  make  those  contributions  because  you 
were  a  candidate  for  office? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  got  twenty-two  churches  in  my  town,  and  1  some- 
times— at  least  once  a  week  I  give  them  something,  or  they  want 
something  anyway. 

O-  Were  these  contributions  to  churches  in  your  town  or  else- 
where about  the  state? 

A.   <  ),  there  might  be  some  elsewhere. 

Q.  Is  it  your  custom  to  make  contributions  to  churches  about 
different  parts  of  the  stale  when  you  are  not  a  candidate  for  of- 
fice? 

A.  When  I  am  not  running? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Other  than  in  your  town  ? 

(No  answer.) 

Q.  Well,  you  say  that  they  may  be  in  the  form  of  checks? 

A.  It  used  to  be  said  when  I  run  for  congress,  in  the  eighteen 
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counties,  lhat  I  had  every  steeple  in  your  district  there,  I  had 
some  money  in  it.  1  may  be  foolish  that  way,  but  it  gives  me 
pleasure  to  try  to  help  the  world — that  is,  I  hope  it  will  help.  I 
don't  know  whether  it  will  help  a  lawyer  or  not. 

Mr.  Hyzer :     That  all  helps,  senator. 

Q.  What  form  are  (hose  usually  put  in,  the  form  of  checks,  or 
some  other  form? 

A.  Well,  yes,  I  think  that  during  this  campaign,  the  two  months, 
I  don't  think  there  was  much  given  in  checks.  Maybe  it  was 
largely  people  visiting  me.  They  come  up  from  Milwaukee  there 
sometimes  and  want  something,  this  or  that  or  other  places,  to 
Green  Bay,  my  town.     . 

Q.  They  come  to  your  plaee  ? 

A.   Yes,  they  come  to  me  for  some  society  or  club  or  something. 

Q.  And  when  you  made  an  contribution,  it  was  usually  in  the 
form  of  currency,  was  it? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  haven't  any  account  of  that  so  yon  could  give  us 
a  statement  of  it? 

A.  No,  I  couldn't  give  you  any  account  of  it,  I  may  have  some, 
hut  I  think  during  that  two  months  probably,  T  might  have  given 
somebody  a  check  or  two,  small  ones,  but  not  to  amount  to  much. 

Senator  Marsh:  Any  of  the  committee  now  wish  fo  ask  any 
questions  ? 

By  Senator  Morris: 

O-  Senator,  in  regard  to  this  item  of  fifty-three  thousand.  1 
would  like  to  ask  you  a  question  or  two  with  regard  to  this  item. 
which  was  placed  in  die  hands  of  C.  M.  Hambright,  John  C.  Mil- 
ler, E.  H.  McMahon,  E.  J.  Rogers,  U.  C.  Keller,  and  others.  By 
whom  was  this  money  turned  over  to  Mr.  Hambright? 

A.  I  suppose  Mr.  Edmonds.  T  had  nothing  to  do  with  that. 
1  le  was  managing  the  campaign,  and  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  Mr. 
Hambright. 

Q.  You  paid  no  money  to  him  yourself? 

A.  No. 

Q.   Is  that  true  of  the  others  mentioned  here? 

A.  Yes. 

Q-  Mr.  Miller,  Mr.  McMahon,  Rogers,  Keller? 

A.    Yes. 

Q.  That  is  true  as  to  all  of  them? 

A,    Yi's.   There  is  a   few  there  that  I — for   instance,    Reynolds 
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there  and  a  few  of  them  small  ones  thai  I  paid  myself,  I  guess 
I  express  it  there,  thru  Mr.  Harry  Brown.  All  the  rest  I.  had 
nothing  to  do  with. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Ele  is  talking  aboul  the  lisl  here  (indicating). 

A.   I  turned  over  uo  money  to  nobody  on  thai  List. 

<t).  So  thai  all  you  knew  in  regard  to  thai  item  of  fifty-three 
thousand  is  whal   was  reported  to  yon.' 

A.  That's  all. 

(L).  And  yon  have  no  written  reporl  of  that? 

A.  No.  No,  I  have  no  detailed  account  of  it,  only  in  that 
general  way. 

Q.  AVli. 'iv  does  Mr.  Hambrighl   Live  .' 

A.  I  don'1  know.  There  is  a  Hambrighl  I  think  in  Racine 
or  Milwaukee,  which  is  it  1 

Mr.  Ingalls:  He  nsed  to  Live  in  Racine.  He  now  lives  in 
Milwaukee   [think. 

A.  I  think  1  met  him  once  and  shook  hands  with  him.  That's 
•  all  1  had  to  do  with  him. 

Q.   Do  you  know  where  Mr.  Miller  is.' 

A.  No.     Miller? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Miller  was  raised  I  think,  he  was  raised  in  our  town,  went 
to  the  university  here.  I  think  he  is  here  now.  I  had  nothing 
to  do  with  him. 

Q.  Where  docs  Mr.  McMahon  live? 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  McMahon. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     He  is  a  law  student  here. 

A.  No.  T  don't  know  anything  about  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  Mr.  E.  J.  Rogers  lives.' 

A.  No.' 

Q.  You  never  saw  him  as  far  as  you  know.' 

A.   Xo.  as   far  as    I    know. 

Q.   Do  you  know  where  Mr.  U.  C.  Keller  lives? 

A.  Xo. 

Do  you  know  who  the  others  are  mentioned  here  in  the  re- 
port ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:     There  is  Mr.  Knell  for  instance. 

A.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  Mr.  Knell  or  none  of  those  men 
at  all.  that  is.  as  you  read  down  now.  nothing  to  do  with  them 
at  all.  It  was  Mr.  Edmonds  or  some  of  his  managers.  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  them  at  all. 
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Q.  Now,  in  regard  to  the  item  of  seven  thousand,  for  print- 
ing, <li<l  you  have  any  dealings  in  regard  to  thai   item? 

A.  With  whom  .' 

Q.  With  any  of  those  parties  yourself? 

A.  No,  not  nl  all. 

Q.  Can  you  state  roughly  how  much  you  paid  ou1  for  signa- 
tures to  nominal  ion   papers  .' 

A.  Individually?  No,  I  can't,  only  a  few  there  a1  home  thai 
I  have  explained:  Stronach,  Settersten,  and  thai  Greenwood, 
that's  all.  I  paid  them  myself.  Al!  the  others  was  done  thru 
Mr.  Edmonds  and  those  that   he  employed. 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  item  of  $180  paid  to  Mr.  Reynolds,  can 
you  tell  approximately  when  the  last  payment  was  made  to 
him? 

A.  No,  I  can't.  I  paid  that  for  to  gel  signatures  for  me,  and 
he  I  suppose  employed  others — I  heard  so  anyway. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  whether  it  was  before  or  after  he  became  a 
candidate  for  the  legislature? 

A.  Well,  before,  as  I  understand.  I  don't  know  as  to  that. 
It  was  for  him  to  get  parties  to  circulate  my  papers. 

Q.  Was  that  before  he  became  a,  candidate  for  the  Legislature  .' 

A.  I  can't  tell. 

(,).   What  is  your  best  judgment  .' 

A.  1  think  it  was  before.  That  is  my  besl  judgment,  bu1  I 
couldn't  tell  positive  on  that.  It  was  for  me,  not  for  himself. 
lie  was  there,  and  he  employed  men  because  I  knew  him.  That 
is,  he  was  to  employ   people  to  get  names. 

Q.  Do  you  feel  very  sure  that  it  was  before  he  was  nominated 
fur  the  assembly? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  so. 
.    Q.  You  think  it  was? 

A.   Yes,  I  think  so. 

By   Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  When  did  you  decide  to  heroine  a  candidate  for  re-elec- 
tion   to  the  Senate.' 

A.  The  latter  pari  of  June;  I  think  aboul  ten  days  after  lie 

National  Convention  closed.      1    have  not   now  in   mind  just    the 
time. 

Q.  Who  was  the  first  man  that  you  employed  or  negotiated 
with  to  take  charge  of  your  campaign,  or  to  have  anything  to 
do  with  it? 
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A.  Well,   Mr.   Edmonds;  and   Puelicher  as  financial   banker; 

the  n ey   Wfiii   through   Mr.   Puelicher,  and   Mr.   Edmonds  to 

run  the  campaign. 

<t>.  Winch  one  diil  you  uegotiate  with  first,  do  you  remember? 

A.   Edmonds  was  the  first. 

<t>.  Did  yiiii  make  an  agreemenl  with  .Mr.  Edmonds  to  manage 
your  campaign  .' 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

<<).   Was  thai  agreemenl  in  writing? 

A.  ( >h  no  ;  no  writ  ing  aboul  ii . 

Q.  You  said  some  time  ago  thai  you  did  no1  expei  t  anyone  to 
work  Tor  you  for  nothing.  Do  you  exped  Mr.  Edmonds  to 
work  for  you  for  nothing  in  this  campaign? 

A.  I  ilnii'i  know  that.  Hehasn'tseni  me  any  hid.  Whether 
he  lias  taken  his  expenses  out.  I  don'1  know  about  thai. 

(v>.  You  don't  know  whether  you  have  paid  him  anything  or 
not  .' 

A.   No.  I  do  not. 

Q.  The  first  d. 'in  on  tins  list  is  ••June  28th."  That,  is  the 
first  check  you  gave.  Was  thai  about  the  time  that  you  decided 
to  become  a  candidate1? 

A.   Yes.  sir.  about  that  time. 

(j.  Did  you  make  any  contracts  with  any  of  your  managers, 
Mi-.  Puelicher  or  Mr.  Edmonds  or  Mr.  Morgan  in  writing? 

A.  Wha1  : 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  contract  with  any  of  your  managers,  in 
writing  I? 

A.  No.  no  contracts  with  anybody. 

Q.  Your  talk  with  Greenwood  and  McLean,  was  there  any 
definite  contract  with  them  .' 

A.   Xo.  that  man  McLean  only  go1  $20.00,  ain't  it? 

Q.    lie  go1  $20? 

A.  .+20.  and  he  was  going  to  circulate  papers,  and  he  had 
something  to  do  with  rural  mail  business.     I  never  seen  him. 

Q.  You  gave  none  of  your  managers,  Mr.  Edmonds  or  Mr. 
Morgan  or  Air.  Puelicher.  any  written  instructions? 

A.  No.  Oh,  I  consulted  them  some,  through  the  telephone,  or 
something  like  that ;  bu1  they  managed  the  campaign  in  their 
own  way. 

6 
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Q.  You  made  no  contrad  or  agreemenl  to  pay  them  stated 
amounts? 

A.   No. 

By  Senator  1  Custing  : 

<j).  To  clear  this  up.  and  to  know  how  much  of  the  expenses 
are  from  hearsay  and  how  much  are  from  actual  knowledge,  I 
would  like  to  have  yon  state  jusl  how  this  expense  aecounl  was 
made  up? 

A.  I  didn't  make  it  up;  my  managers  made  it  up. 

Q.  You  came  from  Wash i n^t on  and  me1  your  managers  in 
Milwaukee  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  up  this  aecounl  I  mean 
making  this  account? 

A.  When?     I  come  from  Washington  when.' 

Q.  When  you  did  come,  about  a  week  ago,  1  think  you  said. 
Did  you  have  your  check  books,  vouchers  and  stuhs  there  with 
you? 

A.  Yes,  I  had  the  cheeks  there;  and  I  think  the  stubs  too;  I 
ain't  sure  about  that. 

Q.  All  the  checks  that  you  had  there  are  the  ones  you  exhib- 
ited here  in  court? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  this  examination  or  investigation  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir.     That  is  enough,  God  knows. 

(.,).  Who  selected  those  particular  cheeks  .' 

A.  They  were  paid  and  returned  to  me.  and  we  had  them  on 
hand. 

Q.  In  Milwaukee? 

A.  No.  at  my  home;  in  my  offices  at  Marinette. 

Q.  Did  you  make  out  this  expense  aecounl  before  yen  went  to 
Marinette,  or  after  you  had  been  to  Marinette? 

A.  You  mean  this  week? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  No,  we  had  them  broughl  down  to  Milwaukee,  and  had  it 
made  there. 

Q.  Who  brought  them  down  ? 

A.  My  secretary. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  your  secretary  broughl  down 
your  entire  bank  account  or  not — I  mean  the  statement  of  your 
bank  a  count  .' 

A.  Oh,  yes,  she  brought  everything  thai  was  connected   witli 
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those  political  things.     She  <li<l  not  bring  down  tin'  oilier  busi- 
ness. 

(L>.  ^' < > 1 1  say  ymi  had  this  mixed  in  with  your  other  business, 
in  your  check  books.     Did  your  secretary  bring  down  all  your 

check  hooks,  the  Ihr ;heck  hooks  which  yon  used  during  the 

campaign  .' 

A.  They  were  examined,  and  thai  is  the  result. 

Q.  Who  examined  them  .' 

A.   Well,  my  secretary,  and  Air.  Edmonds,  and  them. 

<L>.  You  made  no  personal  examination  yourself? 

A.  No. 

ty.  Now.  ;is  to  the  statement  of  the  disbursements  here,  these 
disbursements  oi  $53,729.56,  whal  do  you  know  about  that? 

A.  1  don't  know  anything  only  as  Mr.  Edmonds  said  he 
spent  it;  that  is  all.  He  has  not  given  me  a  full  account.  I 
have  confidence  in  him  that  he  done  the  best  he  could  with  it. 

Q.   You  asked  no  questions  as  to  where  it  went  .' 

A.  Oh.  well,  incidentally  he  may  tell  me  he  spent  something 
here,  and  there.     From  memory,  I  couldn't  recollect  it. 

Q.  At  the  time  of  making  the  account  did  you  ask  him  in 
what  manner  this  .+5:^.72!).r>6  was  spent  in  organizing  outside  of 
Milwaukee  county;  and  who  got  the  money.' 

A.  No.  There  was  so  many  got  it  he  hasn't  made  me  out 
that  account  yet. 

Q.   You  demanded  no  detailed  account   from  him  for  that? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  have  an  item  here  of  $7,347.69  for  printing':  L.  lireit- 
haupt  Printing  Co..  Maud.  1  Engraving  Co..  Whitehead  &  Hoag, 
Keystone  Printing  Co..  Vandecamp  &  Larberter  and  others. 
Did  you  demand  any  itemized  account  of  that,  of  your  mana- 
ger .' 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Hen  is  one  for  traveling  expenses,  contributions . to  asso- 
ciations, cigars,  etc..  $1,420.63.  Did  you  demand  any  itemized 
account  of  that? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Whose  traveling  expenses  were  those.' 

A.  T  don't  know. 

Q.  They  wer<  n't  yours  .' 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Here  is  "Koch  Advertising  Agency,  $16,485.24,"  Did 
you  demand  any  itemized  account  of  that? 

A.  No. 

Q.  And  Mr.  Knell.  Did  lie  give  you  any  itemized  account  of 
his  c.xjk  uditures .' 

A.  No,  sir. 

<<).  Then  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Senator  Stephenson,  yon  don'1 
know  at  all,  nor  have  you  inquired,  as  to  what  constitutes  the 
items  of  these  various  alleged  disbursements  or  expenditures? 

A.  No.  They  told  me,  probably,  what  they  done  in  this  and 
that  place.  01"  course,  I  had  some  idea  of  it  then,  but  no  rec- 
ord of  it.  1  know  tin  gross  amount  of  money  1  furnished;  that 
1  know. 

Q.  Now,  I  notice  in  your  affidavit.  Senator  Stephenson,  you 
dp  not  aver  upon  your  oath  that  you  are  informed  and  believe 
that  this  is  true — that  these  are  true. 

A.  Yes,  1  do  believe  it,  because  1  had  confidence  in  the  men 
1  employed. 

Q.  But  you  do  not  aver  that  in  your  affidavit? 

A.  1  believe  they  are  true.     Don't   it  say  that? 

Q,  But  you  have  not  sufficient  information  to  form  a  belief 
as  to  how  it  was  spent,  have  you? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  of  any  more  I  could  get  than  their  re- 
port that  they  spent  so  much  money. 

Q.  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is:  They  gave  you  no  de- 
tailed report  of  how  they  did  spend  it? 

A.  No. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  you  don't  know  whether  it  totals  this 
or  not?  / 

A.  Well,  I  think  it  does,  because  I  have  confidence  in  the  men. 

Q.  You  are  simply  believing  it  because  you  have  confidence 
in  the  men? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  no  other  knowledge  on  which  to  form  a  belief? 

A.  How  could  I  have  any  knowledge?  If  they  gave  me  a 
written  report  it  wouldn't  change  it. 

Q.  There  is  no  statement  here  in  this  of  whether  or  not  there 
are  any  bills  payable  which  your  agents  or  yourself  have  become 
responsible  for? 

A.  I  think  they  are  all  paid.     That  is  my  judgment. 

Q.  But  you  have  no  information  as  to  that  ? 
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A.  I  think  everything  is  paid.  Thai  is  whal  they  told  me, 
everything  is  paid  up. 

<c>.  lint  they  have  no1  furnished  yon  any  statemenl  as  to 
whether  or  ao1  H  is  all  paid  up  or  ool  .' 

A.  Only  verbally.     Verbally  they  told  me  everything  is  paid. 

I  couldn't  make  it  any  stronger  than  that. 

-  ■  -^ 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  T!'  you  owe  Mr.  Edmonds  anything  for  his  services  thai  is 
nut   paid,  is  it? 

A.  No,  thai  ain'1  paid.  T  don't  think  he  will  charge  any- 
thing; thai  is  to  say.  T  suppose  he  had  -I  don't  know.  T  can'1 
say  whether  he  paid  himself  as  he  went  along  or  not.  T  don't 
know  that.  He  lias  paid  his  expenses;  T  presume  he  did;  if  he 
didn  't  he  ought  to. 

By  Mr.  Husting: 

Q.  Were  you  ever  associated  with  Mr.  Edmonds  before,  po- 
litically or  otherwise? 
A.    No,  sir. 

O.  Was  he  a  personal  friend  of  yours? 

A.  Nothing  particular,  no.  T  have  known  him  for  several 
wars,  and  he  is  connected  with  the  paper  mill  business;  not 
where  T  am,  but  I  met  him;  that  is  all.  In  an  early  day  his 
In-other  was  at  our  place  at  one  time,  an  older  brother,  and  T 
met  the  family,  that  is  all.  In  fact.  T  had  him  and  his  wife  on 
mv  yacht  about  six  or  seven  years  ago.  up  to  the  "Soo"  and 
back :  that  is  all. 

0.  Will  you  state  just  how  yon  eame  to  employ  Mr.  Edmonds 
ms   vonr  campaign   manager? 

A.  Because  T  think  he  is  a.  very  hrisrht  fellow,  and  T  rim  a 
nrettv  ffood  judge  of  human  nature1.  T  think.  T  haye  boon  hand- 
lin"-  i-non  for  sixty-threo  years  now. 

O.  "Will  yon  state  iust  exactly  what  was  said,  if  yon  recollect, 
f+  ihe  Hme  you  told  him  to  take  oharero  of  your  matters.     What. 
if  nny+hin<?.  was  said? 
V  What' 

O.  What  was  said  or  undertaken  bv  either  party? 
A.  He  said,  in  a   ereneral   way.  talking,  he  said  he  had  some 
leisure  then  about  his  business,  and  he  could  take  bold :  and  t 
B&M,  "Ai!  right. "  and  he  took  hold  of  it. 
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Q.  That  is  all  that  was  said  .' 

A.  Yes;  there:  was  no  bargain  in  any  way.  I  would  add  right 
in  there  that  I  had  known  Mr.  Puelicher  longer,  perhaps.  T 
told  him  that  Puelicher  and  him  could  talk  the  matter  over,  and 
I  would  give  the  money  to  Puelicher,  and  be  could  gel  if  Prom 
Puelicher. 

Q.  lie  eoidd  get  that  money  without  showing  what  he  wanted 
it  for,  or  what  he  wanted  to  expend  it  for? 
A.  I  suppose,  yes. 

Q.  He:  had  a  free  hand  to  do  as  he  liked  I 
A.  Yon  have  got  to  do  it  that  way.     Yon   can'1    do   i1    any 
other  way.  or  the  procession  would  go  by  yon. 

Q.  Did  you  limit  him  as  to  the  amount  he  could  have?  Did 
yon  limit  Mr.  Edmonds  as  io  the  amount  that  was  available? 

A.  I  tried  to  limit  it.  pretty  strong  sometimes,  but  there  was 
a  gap  that  had  to  be:  filled.     They  had  to  have  more,  and  they 
kept  leading  me  on.  until  the  result  is  what  you  see. 
Q.  He  raised  the  limit,  did  he? 

A.  "Well,  you  have  got  to  hold  them  down,  you  know,  or  they 
will  run   away  with  you. 

Q.  You  have  made  some   statements   as   to   doing  things   for 
uplifting  your  fellow  citizens.     Do  you  want  us  to  understand 
that  this  entire   $111,385  was   expeneled  for  that   purpose^ 
A.  For  which? 

Q.   For  the  uplifting  of  your  fellowmen? 
A.  I  hope  so.     I  hope  it  has  done  somebody  good;  because  T 
think  the  community  needs  uplifting. 

Q.  T  do  not  want  to  seem  impertinent,  but  I  want  to  ask  you 
whether  included  in  this  $111,385.40  is  included  items  of  any 
expenditures  you  have  given  to  newspapers  with  which  you 
have  been  connected? 

A.  T  gave  none  to  newspapers.  I  didn't  s'ive  any  to  any 
newspaper  myself,  no. 

Q.  The  ojuestion  was:  "Whether  that  includes  any  sums  op 
money  given  to  newspapers  with  which  you  have  been  eonneeted 
or  are  connected  financially? 

A.  "Well,  T  ain't  eonneeted  with  only  one  paper. 
O.  That  is  undoubtedly  the  one  T  refer  to;  the  Free  Dress  of 
Milwaukee? 

A.  I- didn't  give  it  any  money;  not  for  this  campaign'.  It  has 
cost  me  enough  to  keep  it  up  for  the  last  seven  years. 
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(L).  V,,ii  don'1  figure  thai  as  pari  of  your  campaign  expenses? 

A.   No. 

.Mi-.  Whitman  :     Nol   this  campaign. 

Witness:  Thai  is  something  to  keep  on  hand,  for  use.  Let 
me  say  righl  in  there:  thai  newspaper  upsel  the  state.  Now 
they  are  trying  to  nps.-l  ii   back.     I  don'1  know  whether  it  will 

c c  back  righl   or  not.     But,  it   upset   the  whole  state,  and    I 

carried   ii    more  than   all   the   rest;  ten.  twenty  limes  more.     I 
am  getl ing  my  pay  now. 

Q.  Now.  there  are  s e  checks  here  that   yon  have  testified 

lo  thai  you  have  oiade  payable  to  Mi.  Van  Cleve.     Why  didn't 
von   make  those  checks  payable  directly  lo   -Mr.    Puelicher? 

A.  That  was  where  Mr.  Puelicher  mighl  he  off.  He  runs 
around  a  good  deal  for  their  banking  business,  ami  1  made  them 

payable  there  so  that  Mr.  Ed mis  could  gel  the  money  if  Mr. 

Puelicher    was    away.     That    was    the    only    object.     There    was 
no  oilier  object. 

Q.  These  checks  were  taken  by  Mr.  Van  Cleve  and  deposited 
to  the  order  of  Mr.  Puelicher.  were  they  not  .' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Why  weren't  they  sent  direct,  payable  to  the  order  of 
Mr.  Puelicher,  instead  of  through  Mr.  Van  Cleve? 

A.  That  T  don't  know.  There  is  no  object.  There  was  no 
object  in  it  any  way,  that  I  know  of.  That  is  the  way  1  hex- 
wanted  it.  That  was  the  banker's  idea,  I  suppose.  Mr.  Pue- 
licher was  supposed  to  be  my  hanker,  and  when  he  was  away 
the  bank  would  give  Mr.  Edmonds,  I  suppose,  the  money;  that 
s  all. 

Q.  You  have  testified  something  in  regard  to  Mr.  Peynolds. 
Mr.  Peynolds  was  in  the  Legislature  two  years  ago,  was  he  not? 

A.  I  think  so,  yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  at  the  time  you  paid  him  this  money  lie  was  a  candi 
date  for  re-election,  was  he  not  9 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Before  the  primary? 

A.  Well,  1  suppose  he  mighl  he.  Yes.  and  then  he  might  not 
he.  At  one  time  he  was  not  sure  whether  he  would  rim  or  not, 
hut  the  money  [  paid  him  he  was  to  hire  men  to  circulate  papers 
for  me;  and  T  knew  what  the  law  was,  and  I  wanted  to  have  it 
correct. 
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(,).  You  assumed  he  was  running,  <>i  did  you  urge  him  to  ran, 
or  say  anything  aboul  his  running? 

A.  No,  I  didn'1   urge  him  to  run  a1   all. 

<L).   You   assumed    lie    was   running? 

A.   I  thoughl  lie  might  run,  bul   be  wasu'i  sure. 

<»>.   lie  doesn  't   live  very  far  from  your  place  .' 

A.  Well,  iu  some  ways.  Across  Green  Bay;  i!  is  quite  a 
little  piece. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Morgan  ever  give  you  a  detailed  accounl  in  whal 
manner  he  expended  the  money  thai  you  paid  him? 

A.  Not  any. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  ask  him  in  whal  manner  lie  spent   it  .' 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  paid  the  hill? 

A.  I  paid  the  bill.     He  is  my  son-in-law. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  hills  payable  still  outstanding 
against  you  in  this  campaign? 

A.  I  think  not.  I  hope  not.  I  haven't  beard  of  any.  You 
know  we  generally  pay  our  bills. 

Q.  What  other  banks,  besides  the  banks  you  have  given  us. 
did  you  run  accounts  in? 

A.  What? 

Q.  In  what  other  banks  besides  the  three  banks  you  have 
given  ? 

A.  I  just  as  lief  tell  you,  but  I  was  thinking  whether  .you 
want  to  go  into  my  private  business  or  not,  outside  of  tin's 
question. 

Q.  No,  I  have  no  desire  to. 

A.  I  have  had  to  do  with  the  First  National  Bank  of  Chi- 
cago, with  the  First  National  Bank  of  Milwaukee,  the  National 
Exchange  in  Milwaukee,  Marshall  &  Ilsley,  the  Corn  Exchange 
Bank  in  Chicago,  and  the  Stephenson  National  Bank.  I  have 
had  a  good  deal  of  business,  besides  politics. 

Q.  In  testifying  that  these  cheeks  were  the  only  checks  which 
you  remember  having  issued,  or  all  that  your  stenographer  or 
.private  secretary  tells  you  were  issued,  in  furtherance  of  tins 
campaign,  do  you  mean  to  testify  that  you  gave  no  other  checks 
to  any  of  these  parties  named  in  these  same  checks,  between 
the  dates  that  these  checks  bear? 

A.  No,  I  did  not 
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<t>.  Vim  may  have  given  cheeks  to  these  same  men  ;il  various 
other  limes  bet  ween  June  and  the  lasl    paymenl   here? 

A.  No.  Those  are  all  the  checks  I  gave  except,  ;is  I  told  you 
whal   1  may  have  paid  nut  of  my  pocket. 

(  ;.  Tin'  question  is:  Did  you  at  any  time  during  the  progress 
ni  tlii--  primary  campaign,  up  to  ami  Including  the  date  of  the  lasl 
check.  issue  other  checks  to  Mr.  Van  Cleve  or  Mr.  Puelicher  or 
Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

A.    No,   I   think  nut. 

(  ).  (  )n  hi  i  business  whatever  ? 

A.    No.     That  i>  my  best  recollection. 

(  ).    For  the  campaign,  or  otherwise? 

A.   Xo. 

(  ).  There  was  something  said  here  about  other  statements  that 
were  made,  or  partially  made,  by  you,  before  filing  the  one  thai  is 
now  on  file  in  the  ecre'ary  of  state's  office.  What  is  there  about 
that  :j 

A.   About  what?      I  don't  understand. 

Q.  About  making  out  statements,  and  changing  them,  and 
bringing  them  hack  to  Madison? 

A.  Xo,  there  is  nothing  in  that,  because  I  know  I  have  filed  my 
final  statement. 

O.  The  question  is:  Did  yon  hie  any  other  statement,  which 
was  subsequently  changed  to  wha*  it  is  now? 

A.   Xo. 

O-  This  is  the  only  statement  that  was  made  out  and  execute  1 
by  you.      Is  that  it? 

A.   Yes.  that  is  the  only  one  that  has  been  executed. 

Q-  There  was  no  other  statement  sent  to  Madison  to  be  submit- 
ted? 

A.   Xo. 

(_).   Before  this  one? 

A.   Xo.      I  was  only  sworn  once. 

Q-  How  could  your  stenographer  or  private  secretary  tell,  from 
he  look's  of  these  checks,  for  what  purpose  they  were  issued? 

A.    She  would  know  by  the  nature  of  them  what  they  were  for. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  on  the  s'ubs.  or  upon  the  face  of  these 
dieeks? 

A.  That  I  couldn't  tell,  about  the  stubs,  whether  she  had 
noted — probably  she  had  noted  "Van  Clever"  and  so  and  so-.     1 
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Jon't  know  whether  she  put  on  what  the  purpose  was.  She  might 
not  know  the  par'y. 

(  ).  In  selecting  these  particular  checks  she  was  using  her  own 
judgment  as  to  whether  they  were  the  only  ones  issued  in  the  cam- 
paign ? 

A.  We  figured  them  up  several  times  and  we  knew  all  about  it. 
I  knew  within  a  dollar  what  1  had  spent,  you  know. 

C).  I  refer  to  your  private  secretary.  She  is  the  one  that  se- 
lected these  checks,  you  say.     Did  she  use  her  own  judgment? 

A.    \'o  ;  her  and  me  figured  it  up. 

0.  Where  did  you  figure  it  up? 

A.    1 11  my  ( ►ffice. 

Q.    In  Marinette? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   You  and  the  private  secretary  together? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  we  kept  the  run  of  our  business. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  diese  checks  were  brought  to 
Milwaukee  before  you  reached  Marinette? 

A.  Oh  no;  I  got  to  Milwaukee  on  Sunday  afternoon,  and  the 
checks  got  there  Tuesday  morning. 

Q.  I  would  like  'o  be  right  on  this.  Did  you  select  these  checks 
as  the  ones  which  were  used  in  the  campaign  for  your  nomination, 
or  did  your  private  secretary? 

A.   I  instructed  her  to. 

O.   You  instructed  her  to  select  the  checks? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O-  And  told  her  which  ones  to  select? 

A.  Told  her,  "For  the  campaign."  yes,  and  she  thoroughly  un- 
derstood what  they  were. 

O.  Did  you  tell  her  at  die  time  you  drew  these  checks  for  what 
purpose  you  was  drawing  them? 

A.  Yes  ;  oh,  ves. 

Q.  1  would  like  to  know  whose  discretion  was  exercised  in 
choosing  these  checks;  yours,  or  your  private  secretary's? 

A.   (  )h,  myself.     Nobody  thinks  for  me  about  that. 

Q.  Now,  you  say  you  did  make  some  contributions  to  societies 
or  churches? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now.  will  you  wtate  some  of  them  that  you  made,  and  the 
amount  ? 
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Mr.  Hyzer  (to  Senator  Husting)  :  During  the  campaign,  sen- 
ator ? 

Senator  I  [ustihg :     Yes. 

A.    I   don't  think  that  that   is  hardly—  I    don't   want  !o  talk 

about  churches  and  societies  where  it  hasn't  anything  to  do  with 
politics,  or  this  investigation.  1  don't  ihink  that  it  is  fair  to  ask 
me.  Some  hospital,  for  instance,  in  Milwaukee,  I  gave  S50  to 
some  girl  there.  I  don't  want  to  drag  all  those  things  in.  I  am 
doing  that  right  along.  If  you  ask  me  if  T  gave  anything  to  benefit 
my  canvass  T  will  say  "No." 

O.  Ilia1  is  not  the  question.  The  question  is — you  needn't 
mention  names  if  yon  don't  wish  to— bill  give  Lis  the  amounts  you 
contributed  ? 

A.  I  couldn't  give  yi  11  that.  Ii  wasn'1  a  very  large  amount  din- 
ing that  last  two  months. 

Q.  Can't  you  'ell  us  the  amounts  of  contributions  to  societies, 
whether  for  the  purposes  of  the  campaign  or  otherwise,  paid  by 
you.  from  June  until  after  the  primary  election? 

A.  What? 

O-  Will  yon  teJl  us  the  amounts  of  the  contributions  made  by 
you  between  June  and  the  conclusion  of  the  primary  election? 

A.  Xo,  I  could  no'  ;  maybe  $500  or  $61  o,  in  piecemeal,  here  or 
there  ;  or  less. 

().  What  is  the  highest  single  contribution  you  made  during 
that  time? 

A.    I  don't  know. 

O.  Were  those  made  by  check  or  currency? 

A.  Well,  g<  nerally  by  money. 

Q.  You  say  they  come  to  you — 

A.  (Interrupting)  I  couldn't  give  you  >■  statement  of  that. 
because  I  can't  remember  those  things,  you  know.  What  T 
meant  to  say  is  that  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  campaign 
husincss.     That  is  what  T  mean  to  say. 

Q.  We  would  like  to  know  if  you  care  to  tell.  Tf  you  don '1 
care  to  tell — 

A.  (interrupting)  Why,  I  will  tell  you  anything  that  I  can 
remember. 

Q.  Then  tell  us  wind  you  can  remember. 

A.  1  can  tell  you  how  many  times  T  eat  a  day.  if  you-  want  it, 
or  how  many  suits  of  clothes  T  had,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing. 
If  I  give  a  little  thing  for  charity  I  can't  remember  it.     I  don't 
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want  to  guess  at  it.  At  a  church  sociable  some  woman  would 
come  to  me  and  want  $25  or  $10;  or  somebody  come  for  a  hos- 
pital, or  some  home  for  the  children,  or  something  like  that,  thai 
T  am  in  the  habit  of  giving  right  along  every  year,  and  I  can't 
remember  those  things,  you  know.  They  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  campaign. 

Q.  T  am  not  asking  you  for  your  annual  contributions.  I 
mean  contributions  that  you  do  not  give  annually,  that  hap- 
pened to  he  during  the  campaign.- 

A.  Well.  I  can't  tell  now.  In  that  two  months  it  might  have 
been  $200.  and  might  have  been  less. 

Q.  I  see  you  have  an  item  in  your  statement  in  regard  to 
contributions  to  associations? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  does  not  include  what  you  gave  privately? 

A.  No;  oh,  no.  That  (indicating  Exhibit  1)  would  come 
from  Edmonds,  I  suppose. 

Q.  You  have  no  item  of  any  personal  expense  whatever  dur- 
ing the  entire  primary  campaign? 

A.  No,  sir. 

0.  Didn't  you  have  some  personal  expense  during  that  time? 

A.  Well.  T  went  up  to  La  Crosse  and  back,  and  down  to 
Kenosha,  and  around.  I  don't  know  now  what  it  cost.  Just 
merely  travelling  expenses.  I  didn't  drink  anything.  1  smoked 
some. 

0.  You  stated  here  before  that  Mr.  Edmonds  couldn  t  give 
you  a  complete  statement  of  all  his  expenditures  because  there 
may  be  some  accounts  that  are  not  all  in.  Have  you  in  mind 
any  particular  account? 

A.  He  tells  me  evervthiner  i^  paid  :  but  he  has  not  made  nn 
bis  account  yet:  the  detailed  part  of  it.  And  Mr.  Edmonds  is 
verv  busv  in  business.  He  is  ?iot  here  todav.  \nel  then  --s  far 
f»s  that  is  concerned.  T  don't  core  about  a  detailed  account  from 
him.  T  have  confidence  that  he  did  prof  st^al  auv  of  the  mnnev: 
and  what  is  the  use?  Every  time  T  look  at  it  T  think  T  had  bet- 
ter kerif  it. 

O.  "Vou   are   confident  that  he   spent    it   in    a    proper  manner? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  That  was  mv  instructions  and  that  is  what  T  be- 
lieve. T  am  positive  that  t  wanted  him  and  everybody  to  keeil 
within  the  law. 
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Q,  You  didn't  say  anything  aboul  thatj  did  you/ 

A.  Yes,  "legal;"  to  keep  everything  legal. 

<<>.  you  didn'1  ever  find  oul  whether  ii  was  Legally  spent  or 
not  ;  nor  did  you  inquire  into  it  .' 

A.   lie  tells  Hie  there  was  nothing  spenl   I » 1 1 1   what   was  Legal. 

Q.  You  are  prepared  to  endorse  all  Lie  did,  on  your  confidence 
in  him  .' 

A.   I   have  confidence  in  him,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  arc  willing  to  endorse  his  hill  of  campaign  ex- 
penses without  knowing  anything  aboul  it  .' 

A.  Well,  yes.  the  gross  amount  I  would  have  to  know  in  or- 
der to  pay  it;  hut  the  detail,  I  wouldn't  care  about  that. 

Q.  Is  it  because  you  would  rather  not  know,  or  because  you 
have  confidence  in  believing  that  lie  has  spent  it,  and  in  the  way 
it   should  hav<    been  spent  .' 

A.  1  have  confidence  he  spent  it  right;  and  what  particular 
good  would  it  do  me  to  look  into  the  detail  .'  1  have  got  enough 
to  do.  _  ,      .^i 

Q.  Aren't  you  somewhat  interested  in  knowing  how  $">;5.- 
72!).."><i  was  spent  in  organizing  this  state? 

A.  You  must  recollect  we  have  got  seventy-one  counties. 

<^.    L  say.  aren't  you  interested  in  knowing  that? 

A.  Well,  I  might  be,  yes;  but  I  haven't  had  time  to  get  to  it 
yet  ;  and  1  suppose  he  will  give  me  a  detailed  account  some  time. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  file  this  expense  account  after  the  elec- 
tion? 

A.  Because  the  attorney  general  said  I  didn't  have  to  until 
thirty  days  after  the  legislature  acted.  I  talked  with  Senator 
La  Follette,  and  he  tiled  tin  last  day,  in  one  lump  sum,  for  his 
presidential ;  the  last  day  in  a  lump  sum. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  the  opinion  of  the  attorney  general  unso 
licit*  d.  or  did  you  ask  for  his  opinion? 

A.  I  asked  for  it. 

Q.  You  knew,  did  you  not,  that  all  the  other  candidate's  for 
senator  had  filed  their  accounts? 

A.  Well,  they  had  got  through  ;  the  people  did  not  nominate 
them. 

Q.  "After  the  legislature  acted"  would  refer  to  them  as  well 
as  to  you.  wouldn't  it? 

A.  I  don't  know  that.  T  am  not  a  lawyer.  I  am  thankful  I 
am  not  a  lawyer. 
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Q.  Why  didn't  you  file  il,  and  why  did  you  get  the  opinion 
of  the  attorney  general .' 

A.   Because  I  wauled  to  Follow  the  Law. 

Q.  You  didn'1  understand,  did  yon.  thai  it  was  againsl  the 
law  to  file  it  earlier  .' 

A.  Oh,  I  didn't  know  anything  about  that,  so  far  as  that  is 
concerned.  I  probably  was  not  very  ready,  getting  up  nil  these 
accounts. 

Q.  They  don't  appear  to  be  ready  yet.  do  they? 

A.  Which? 

Q.  The  acccounts .' 

A.  Yes,  you  have  got  the  gross  amount. 

Q.  Except  as  you  have  presented  them  .' 

A.  Yes.  you  have  got  the  gross  amount  that  was  spent. 

Q.  This  is  the  sum  and  substance  of  your  knowledge  of  your 
campaign  as  it  was  conducted  .' 

A.  Yes,  that  is  it. 

Al  this  point  the  chairman  suggested  a  recess  of  ;i  Few  min- 
utes : 

Mr.  E.;M.  Hyzer:  The  Senator  is  anxious  to  gel  away  ;it 
five  ©'clock,  if  the  committee  will  he  through  with  him. 

The  Chairman:     I  think  we  are  practically  through. 

Senator  Stephenson:  I  am  anxious  to  go.  My  folks  are  now 
waiting  for  me  to  Chicago,  and  I  am  very,  anxious  to  go  on  to 
Washington,  because  I  have  got  lots  of  work  for  the  pensioners 
and  others. 

The  Chairman:     You  wanted  to  leave  for  Washington? 

Senator  Stephenson:  When  I  leave  here  I  will  go  right 
along;  I  won't  go  home.  I  will  go  right  straight  along  to 
Washington. 

The  Chairman:     When  do  you  expect  to  go  to  Washington? 

Senator  Stephenson:  .My  sick  people  are  in  Chieago,  and  if 
I  go  down  to-night  I  will  leave  to-morrow  afternoon  probably  at 
five  or  five-thirty. 

Mr.  Whitman:  You  want  to  go  right  to  Washington  from 
here  ? 

Senator  Stephenson:  Yes,  I  want  to  go  from  here  to  Wash- 
ington. 

The  Chairman  :     If  Ave  were  to  want  to  i  all  you  again,  would 
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von  prefer  to  go  now  and  come  back,  rather  than   stay  over  a 
couple  of  days  .' 

Senator  Stephenson:  Yes.  if  there  is  anything  to  runic  for. 
Do  no1  <-all  me  unless  you  need  me,  because  I  am  going  to  l>" 
very  busy.  I  have  lots  oi  work  down  there  for  the  people  <>i 
tins  state. 

The  Chairman:  We  had  expected  you  would  have  here  your 
stubs,  and  all  writings  in  connection  with  the  matter,  and  the 
idea  is  thai  we  have  go1  to  send  for  those.  Of  course,  alter  we 
gel  those  there  mighl  be  something  else  we  would  want  to  ask 
you  about. 

Senator  Stephenson :  [  think  not.  I  think.  Senator,  there 
would  not  be  anything.  If  you  have  the  stubs  I  think  they  will 
tally  right  in. 

Mr.  E.  M.  Hyzer:  Mo  Senator  Stephenson)  l'.uf  you  will 
eonie.  if  the  committee  wants  you  .' 

Senator  Stephenson  :     Yes. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  we  will  gel  through  with  you  before 
five  o'clock.     We  will  start  in  promptly  at  four  o'clock. 

Alter  a  short    recess  : 

The  Chairman:  Are  there  any  meiabers  of  the  committee 
thai  waul  to  examine  Senator  Stephenson  further? 

.Mr.  Elambrecht:  I  would  like  to  introduce,  as  a  further  ex- 
hibit, a  certified  copy  of  the  financial  statement  of  Senator 
Stephenson's  campaign  expenses. 

Cert  died  copy  marked  "Exhibit  25,"  being  in  words  and  fig- 
ures following,  to-wil  : 
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"STATEMENT  OF  ELECTION  EXPENSES." 

Statement  of  Isaac  Stephenson,  a  candidate  for  the  aomina- 
i ion  for  the  office  of  United  Stales  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  a1 
the  primary  election  held  on  the  first  day  of  September,  1908. 

1.  Total  amounl  placed  in  the  hands  of  E.  A.    Ed- 

monds, J.  II.  Puelicher,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Rod- 
ney Sackett,  II.  J.  Brown  and  others $111,385.49 

2.  Of  the  above  amount,  the  following  have  been 

reported  to  me  as  expended : 

To  L.  Breithaupt  Printing  Co.,  Mandel  En- 
graving Co.,  Whitehead  &  Hoag,  Key- 
stone Printing  Co.,  Vandeeamp  &  Lar- 
berter  and  others,  for  printing  sample 
ballots,  lithographs,  circulars  and  other 

stationery,  etc '         $7,  347.69 

To  paid  for  postage  stamps. 11,  339.00 

To  C.  M.  Hambright,  .John  0.  Miller.  E.  II. 
McMahon,  E.  J.  Rogers,  U.  C.  Keller, 
and  others,  for  services  tendered  in  or- 
ganizing outside  Milwaukee  Co 53,  729.56 

To  travelling  expenses,  contributions  to  as- 
sociations, cigars,  etc 1,  420.  63 

To    paid    Koch    Advertising   Agency    and 

others  for  newspaper  advertising 16,  485.24 

To  W.  R.  Knell,  expenses  incurred  in  or- 
ganizing Milwaukee  Co.  exclusive  of 
items  not  otherwise  accounted  for,  but 
including  organization  on  primary  day.  8, 417.:5f> 
Getting  signatures  to  nomination  papers.  .  225.06 
For  office  rent,  expenses,  including  em- 
ployes' wages 4.  070.  76 

Posting  and  distributing  lithographs 834.00 

Telephone,  telegraph  and  express  charges.  735.10 

Advertising,  printing,  etc.,    covering   bills 

received  after  Sept.  15 3,  188.65 


Total    $107,793.05 
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Stale  of  Wisconsin.  Milwaukee  County     as. 

Isaac  Stephenson,  being  firsl  duly  sworn  on  oath  says. 

That  the  aniuiint  placed  in  the  hands  of  E.  A.  Edmonds,  J.  II. 
Puelicher.  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  Rodney  Sackett,  II.  •).  Brown,  and 
others,  as  se1  forth  in  paragraph  I  of  the  foregoing  statement, 
is  true  and  correct,  to  the  besl  of  affiant's  knowledge  and  be- 
lief. 

That  of  said  amounl  there  have  been  reported  to  affiant  ex- 
penditures as  set  forth  in  paragraph  2  of  the  foregoing  state- 
ment . 

ISAAC  STEPHENSON. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  ihis  8th  day  of  February, 
1909. 

WML  KAUMHEIMER, 
Notary    Public    for    Wisconsin. 
Seal)  My  commission  expires   Mch.  7 — 09. 

State  of  Wisconsin.  Department  of  State — ss. 

Received  and  filed  this  11th  day  of  Feb.,  A.  I).  1909. 

A.  T.  TORGE, 
Assistanl    Secretary   of   State." 

The   Chairman:     I    think,    with   the    understanding   thai    the 

Senator  will    return    in   ease   he   is  asked   to.  that    is  all  that    we 
have  to  ask  at  this  time. 


Senator  Jacob    Rummell,   being   duly   sworn,   testified   as   fol- 
lows : 

Examined   by  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  were  a  candidate  for  the  United  States  senate  at  the 
primaries,  en  the  social  democratic  ticket   last  September,  were 

you  .' 

A.  Yes.   sir. 

Q.  Did  you  spend  any  money  in  that   campaign  ? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Did  anybody  spend  any   money   in   your  behalf,  so  far  as 

you  know  .' 


00       THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [NVESTIGATION. 

A.  No,  not  any  more  Hum  lli«'  rest  of  the  candidates. 

Q.  You  say  "no  more  Hum  the  resl   of  the  candidates"? 

A.  No. 

Q.   Do  you  know  of  anyone  thai   spenl   any  money? 

A.   Personally,  f.or  me  ! 

Q.   Personally,  for  you,  to  secure  your  nomination? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  did  not  spend  any,  you  say,  for  yourself? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  so  far  as  you  know,  no  money  was  spent  in  your  be- 
half for  your  personal  campaign? 

A.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman:     That  is  all  I  care  to  ask  the  Senator. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht: 

Q.  How  are  the  campaign  expenses  of  your  party  paid? 

A.  Well,  the  campaign  expenses  of  the  party  are  paid  from 
yearly  dues,  that  all  the  members  pay,  those  that  are  active 
members,  and  belong  to  the  organization;  and  then  the  organ- 
ization have  entertainments,  card  parties,  etc. 

Q.  Are  the  campaign  expenses  of  all  the  candidates  paid  out 
of  the  general  fund? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  was  spent  out  of  that  general 
fund  towards  your  primary  campaign? 

A.  Not  exactly;  I  think  it  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  be- 
tween $3,000  and  $4,000,  as  to  the  state. 

Q.  When  your  nomination  papers  were  circulated,  was  the 
expense  paid  out  of  the  general  fund? 

A.  There  was  no  expense,  excepting  possibly  the  mail  expense, 
because  all  of  the  work  is  done  gratis  by  the  members  of  the 
organization. 

The  Chairman:  Does  any  other  member  of  the  committee 
wish  to  examine  Senator  Rummell? 

Then,  if  there  is  no  one  cares  to  examine  him  further,  he  is 

excused. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  would  like  Mr.  Rummell's  expense  ac- 
count introduced  as  an  exhibit. 

Certified  copy  of  expense  account  marked  "Exhibit  2(1".  and 
is  in  words  and  figures  following,  to-wit: — 
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"STATEMENT  OF   ELECTION   EXPENSES. 

Statemenl  of  the  expenses  of  Jacob  Rummell,  a  candidate 
for  the  office  of  ('.  S.  senator,  a1  the  primary  election  held  oh 
the  Isi  day  of  Sept.,  A.  D.  1908,  made  pursuanl  to  Section 
4543c,  Revised  Statutes  of  1898. 

No  expenses. 

State  of   Wisconsin,   County   of   Milwaukee     ss.  • 

Jacob  R-ummel,  being  lirst  duly  sworn  on  oath  says  thai  b,e 
was  a  candidate  for  the  office  of  United  States  Senator,  al  the 
(•lection  held  in  said  Stale  of  Wisconsin  on  the  third  day  of  No- 
vember, A.  I).  1908;  that  the  foregoing  statemenl  setting  forth 
in  detail  all  sums  of  money  contributed,  disbursed,  expended 
or  promised  by  him  and  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief 
by  any  other  person  or  persons  in  his  behalf,  wholly  or  in  part 
in  endeavoring  to  secure  his  election,  or  expended  in  any  way 
in  connection  with  his  candidacy  for  said  office,  and  that  the 
same  is  as  full  and  explicit  as  affiant  is  able  to  make  it. 

JACOB   RUMME-L. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  Kith  day  of  Novem- 
ber, A.  1).    1008. 

EDMUND  T.  MELMS, 

Notary  Public, 
Milwaukee  County. 
My  commission  expires  Aug.  27,  1911." 


Melvin  A.  Hoyt,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr.  Ingalls: 
O.  What  is  your  occupation? 
A.   T  am  editor  of  the  .Milwaukee  Daily  News. 
O-  Yon  were  a  candidate  for  United  Spates  senator  at  the  last 
primary  campaign  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  on  the  democratic  ticket. 

Q.  Did  you  devote  any  time  personally  to  the  campaign? 

A.   A  little,  yes,  sir. 

O-  How  much  ? 
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A.  Outside  of  the  office Of  course,  I  got  out  the  paper 

regularly.  I  was  outside  of  the  office  I  guess  parts  of  lour  or  five 
days. 

Q.  Out  through  the  state  any? 

A.  I  went  as  far  north  as  Green  Hay,  as  far  south  as  Kenosha: 
and  I  stopped  off  at  Kaukauna.  Appleton,  Oshkosh  on  the  north, 
and  at  Racine  and  Kenosha  on  the  south.  Also  I  was  at  May- 
ville  and  Beaver  Dam,  Sheboygan,  Manitowoc  and  Port  Wash- 
ington. 

O-  Did  you  pretend  to  create  or  organize  a  state  campaign  ? 

A.  I  did  no*.     I  did  all  the  work  myself ;  all  the  campaign  work. 

O-  You  had  no  particular  organization  anywhere  ? 

A.   None  whatever,  except  what  I  did  myself. 

(  ).   And  your  expenses  were  $204. 

A.  $204,  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman:  Has  any  other  member  of  the  committee  any 
questions  to  ask  Mr.  Hoyt  ? 

Senator  Husting:  Is  there  anything  you  desire  to  say,  .Mr. 
Hoyt? 

A.   I  have  nothing  further  1o  offer,  only  what  is  in  my  report. 

Certified  copy  of  Mr.  Hoyt's  report  filed  with  the  secretary  of 
state  marked  "Exhibit  27,"  and  is  in  words  and  figures  as  follows, 
to-wit : 

EXHIBIT  27. 

Duplicate  Statement  ok  Election  Expenses. 

Statement  of  the  expenses  of  Melvin  A.  Hoyt.  a  candidate  for 
the  office  of  United  States  senator  at  the  primary  election,  held 
on  the  2d  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1908,  made  pursuant  to  section 
4543c,  Revised  Statutes  of  1898. 

To  whom  paid.       For  what  purpose.  Amount. 

United  States  Government,  postage $85  00 

Germania  Pub.  Co.,  job  printing 55  5° 

Standard  Paper  Co.,  envelopes 6  88 

Chicago  Northwestern,  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul, 
Wisconsin  Central,  Mil.  Light,  Heat  &  Traction,  Mil- 
waukee Northern,  Railway  Companies,  transportation  17  46 
Hotel  Athern  and  restaurants,  meals  and  hotel  service.  .  5  75 
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Mr>.  Allie  Smith  and  Frances  Lundquist,  addressing  en- 
velopes      *3  75 

News  Pub.  Co.,  cuts 3  3° 

At  Kaukauna  and  Theresa;  livery 4  5° 

"Home  Comings,*' cigars  and  other  incidental  expenses..  12  25 

'Petal    *-,()4   39 

State  of  Wisconsin,  Gounly  of  Milwaukee. — ss. 

Mfelvin  A.  Hoyt,  being  first  duly  sworn,  on  oath  says  that  he 
was  a  candidate  for  the  office  of  United  States  senator  at  the  elec- 
tion held  in  the  state  of  Wisconsin  on  the  2d  day  of  September, 
A.  1).  1908;  that  the  foregoing  is  a  statement  setting  forth  in  de- 
tail all  sums  of  money  contributed,  disbursed,  expended  or  prom- 
ised by  him  and  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief  by  any 
Other  person  or  persons  in  his  behalf,  wholly  or  in  part  in  en- 
deavoring to  secure  his  election,  or  expended  in  any  way  in  con- 
nection with  his  candidacy  for  said  office,  and  that  the  same  is  as 
full  and  explicit  as  affiant  is  able  to  make  it. 

MELYIX  A.  HOYT. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  ist  day  of  October, 
A.  D.  1908. 

(Seal)  R.  A.  CGORMAN. 

MA  commission  expires  June  10th,  t<>io. 


Francis  E.  McGovern,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 
Examined  by  Senator  Marsh  : 

O.  You  were  one  of  the  candidates  for  the  republican  nomina- 
tion for  the  office  of  United  States  senator  last  September? 

A.  I  was. 

O-  You  reside  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee? 

A.  I  do. 
"Q.  You  are  an  attorney  at  law  ? 

A.  I  am. 

O-  You  filed  your  statement  of  campaign  expenses  in  the  office 
of  the  secretary  of  state  the  latter  part  of  September,  did  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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O.  Your  statement  shows  that  your  total  expenditures  for  that 
campaign  were  $11,063.88? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  the  total  amount  that  you  spent  in  that  campaign? 

A.  That  was,  as  nearly  as  I  could  estimate  then,  and  as  nearly 
as  I  can  estimate  now,  within  $3  or  $4;  hills  that  have  come  in 
since  for  expressage  and  telephone  messages  which  were  not 
taken  account  of  at  lhat  time;  not  known  of. 

().  The  first  item  you  have  is  $2,182.11  paid  to  Kramer,  Kas- 
salt  Co.,  Sullivan  Printing  Co.,  and  other  companies,  for  printing 
platforms,  circulars,  letterheads,  etc.  Are  you  able  to  state  now 
the  amount  you  paid  to  each  one  of  these  companies? 

A.  I  am.  I  have  here,  gentlemen,  all  of  the  original  books  of 
entry,  showing  the  expenditures  in  connection  with  my  campaign, 
and  all  of  the  original  entries  showing  where  the  money  came 
from  ;  so  that  I  can  answer  any  question  pertaining  to  any  particu- 
lar i4em.  I  might  say  that  the  entries  in  these  books  do  not  corre- 
spond, in  order,  with  the  entries  in  the  expense  account,  for  the 
reason  that  those  who  had  charge  of  my  campaign,  Mr.  Essmann 
and  Miss  Sims,  classified  the  items  without  regard  to  dates.  The 
expense  account  is  charged  in  chronological  order  in  these  books, 
and  each  disbursement  is  itemized,  and  a  voucher  for  each  one,  the 
check  cancelled,  showing  the  payment ;  and  in  cases  where  bills 
were  submitted  I  have,  attached  to  the  check,  the  bill,  so  that  if  the 
committee  desires  I  can  submit  each  check,  and,  whenever  there 
was  a  bill,  the  bill  corresponding  to  the  check.  I  have  gone  over, 
within  the  past  two  days,  the  account,  and  find  that  they  corre- 
spond. I  have  not  attempted  to  pick  out  the  items  from  the  orig- 
inal account  so  as  to  prove  the  correctness  of  the  classification,  but 
I  know  that  $11,063.88  is  substantially  correct. 

O-  These  books  you  have  here,  and  have  referred  to,  are  they 
books  which  you  kept  in  connection  with  those  campaign  expenses 
solely,  or  do  they  contain  your  personal  accounts? 

A.  Some  of  them  are  books  kept  solely  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
cording the  expenditures  incurred  in  connection  with  that  cam- 
paign, and  some  of  them  are  the  books  of  the  law  firm  with  which 
I  am  connected  showing  the  payment  to  my  campaign  manager 
f  rom  time  to  time. 

Q.  I  think  you  stated  in  your  first  or  second  answer  that  your 
books  there  show  the  source  from  which  this  campaign  fund  came0 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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<<>.  Perhaps  ii  m i lt 1 1 1  be  well  to  take  up  thai  branch  of  it  first. 

A.  I  \\';mt  to  say,  gentlemen,  that  I  would  be  very  glad  bo 
have  the  committee  do  that,  and  1  waul  to  say  in  thai  connec- 
tion thai  my  candidacy  for  the  United  States  senatorship  was  a 
very  pleasant  experience  with  one  exception.  There  was  ;i  rumor 
during  the  campaign,  and  th<  re  lias  been  ;i  rumor  reported  since 
the  primary  election  was  over,  that  Senator  Stephenson  financed 
my  campaign.  .Many  men.  I  was  told,  circulated  that  reporl 
during  the  campaign,  and  some  persons  aavi  kepi  up  the  circu- 
lation of  thai  rumor  since.  I  want  here  and  now,  under  oath, 
to  brand  that  report,  and  every  detail  and  inference  from  it,  as 
absolutely  and  unqualifiedly  false;  and  L  would  like  permission 
of  the  committee  to  show  the  sources  of  the  money  used  in  my 
campaign.  Now.  1  mighl  say  that  I  should  like  also — and  I 
flunk  it  is  only  jus)  to  the  candidates  -that  some  investigation 
should  be  madi  by  this  committee  of  the  men  who  have  circu- 
lated that  report.  J  have  tried  to  trace  it  to  its  source  since  the 
election  was  over.  I  have  traced  it  to  one  state  officer,  Mr. 
Beedle,  the  slate  insurance  commissioner.  I  have  traced  it  to 
Mr.  W.  I).  Connor,  formerly  chairman  of  the  Republican  State 
Central  committee;  and,  \'<>v  one.  would  be  very  much  obliged 
if  those  men  were  called  here,  and  compelled  to  testify  to  the 
knowledge  and  sources  of  information  upon  which  they  made 
the  statemenl  at  the  time  they  were  discussing  that  rumor. 

(,}.  Well,  Mr.  McGovern,  you  may  slate,  if  you  can.  without 
spending  too  much  time,  the  sources  from  which  this  campaign 
fund  came  .' 

A.  The  first  item  in  the  book  in  which  an  accurate  record 
was  kept  of  receipts  and  disbursements  was  $100  from  my 
brother,  P.  H.  McGovern.  That  was  a  loan  advanced  by  him. 
The  second  item  was  $497.50. 

Q.  Have  you  the  dates  there  for  those? 

A.  Yes.  the  first  was  July  29,  P.  IT.  McGovern,  $100.  The 
next  was  July  31st,  J.  J.  McGovern,  $497.50.  I  understand  that 
was  a  note  negotiated  by  him  at  the  bank,  for  $500,  and  dis- 
counted, for  thirty  days,  leaving  the  proceeds  $497.50. 

Senator  Husting:     "What  date  is  that? 

A.  July  31st,  1908.  August  3rd,  $410.00.  That  was  my 
monthly  salary  check  as  district  attorney  of  Milwaukee  county, 
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which  was  obtained  by  my  brother  John,  in  my  absence  from  the 
state,  and  turned  in  to  my  campaign  manager.  The  next  is  a 
check  by  Theodore  Kronshage,  my  law  partner,  for  $117.  Tie- 
date  of  that  does  not  appear,  but  L  can  find  the  check.  The 
next  is  under  dale  <>!  August  8th,  checks  by  Mr.  Oscar  Fritz, 
my  law  partner,  aggregating  $201.  The  next  is  under  date  of 
August  12th,  in  the  sum  of  $150,  which  was  a  check  given  by 
.Mi-.  Fritz,  the  money  being  drawn  from  the  firm  of  which  I  am 
a  member.  The  next  item  is  August  12th,  $514,  winch  was  the 
proceeds  of  a  certificate  of  deposit  belonging  to  me;  the  amount 
of  that  certificate  being  $500,  and  accrued  interest  $14,  and  the 
total  amount  collected  by  my  brother  during  my  absence  from 
t  lie  city,  and  turned  over  to  the  campaign  manager. 

Now,  under  date  of  August  15th  are  sums  turned  in  to  the 
campaign  manager,  one  by  .Mr.  Ed  Shultz  of  .Milwaukee,  $25; 
another  by  Sherman  Brown,  $25;  another  by  David  Harlow, 
$25;  another  by  Ed  Shultz,  $5.00;  and  another  by  my  brother, 
J.  J.,  for  $1,477.50.  The  amount  of  $1,477.50  was  the  proceeds 
of  a  note  of  $1,500  which  lie  and  I  signed  and  which  was  dis- 
counted at  that  time  at  the  bank. 

Q.  That  is,  you  borrowed  that  amount  of  money  from  the 
bank  ? 

A.  I  borrowed  that  amount  of  money  from  the  bank,  and  I 
had  the  note,  which  was  afterwards  extended  and  finally  paid. 
I  have  the  note  with  me  now.  The  next  source  or  item  of  in- 
come was  under  date  of  August  22nd,  a  check  from  the  office  of 
$100,  the  date  not  given,  hut  sometime  between  the  22nd  and 
25th ;  a  similar  check  signed  by  my  law  partner,  Mr.  Fritz,  for 
$300 ;  on  the  25th  another  check  for  $200,  and  on  the  same  day 
a  check  for  $150.  On  some  day  not  given  here,  I  have  the  check, 
subsequent  to  the  25th,  another  check  by  Mr.  Fritz,  for  $100, 
and  $500  from  Dr.  Seaman.  That  amount  was  paid  to  my  cam- 
paign manager,  Mr.  Essman,  by  Dr.  Seaman,  and  secured  by  a 
promissory  note  which  I  gave  and  which  I  have  since  paid.  The 
next  item  is  $416.66,  which  was  my  monthly  salary,  collected  in 
my  absence  and  turned  into  the  campaign  fund.  The  next  item 
is  under  date  of  August  29 ;  it  is  the  sum  of  $1,000,  which  was 
obtained  from  Wisconsin  National  Loan  &  Building  association, 
in  which  I  am  a  stockholder,  upon  a  promissory  note  which  1 
gave  to  that  association  secured  by  my  stock  as  collateral  secur- 
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iiv.  Thai  oote  has  since  been  paid  and  retired.  Under  the 
same  date  Mr.  Fritz  turned  in  $100  by  cheek  from  the  firm  ac 
count,  and  two  days  afterward,  on  Augusl  31,  .Mr.  Goff,  G.  I). 
Goff,  made  ;i  subscription  of  $50.  On  September  3,  John  De 
Wolf  subscribed  $16.65;  E.  I>.  Coddington  "I'  North  Milwaukee, 
$7.00.  <>n  Septembi  r  17th.  after  the  primary  was  over.  I  turned 
mi  id  my  campaign  manager  $367.50,  the  proceeds  of  two  col- 
lections «>!'  debts  owing  me,  one  $267.67.  and  the  other  an  even 
hundred  dollars.  NTow,  thai  covers  all  ofthemoney  turned  in  to 
my  campaign  manager  from  the  beginning  of  these  accounts  down 
lo  the  settlemenl  of  the  campaign  debt,  excepting  another  deposit 
of  $1,450.  which  was  money  raised  on  ;i  note  which  was  given 
by  me  to  the  Second  Ward  Savings  Bank  of  Milwaukee  on  lie1 
10th  day  of  October,  which  has  since  been  paid  in  pari  and  ex- 
it tided  in  pari . 

Q.  Whal   is  the  total  .' 

A.  The  total  of  those  amounts  is  $8,321.92.  Now.  you  will 
notice  thai  the  aecounl  began  on  July  29th.  My  campaign  be- 
gan aboul  the  tu-si  of  May,  and  the  balance  of  my  expenditures 
came  from  the  firm  account  between  the  first  of  May  and  the 
last  of- July  and  is  in  the  form  of  checks  issued  by  the  firm  of 
Kronshage,  McGovern  &  Fritz,  the  firm  of  which  1  then  was  a 
member,  or  Kronshage,  McGovern,  Corrigan  &  Fritz,  the  firm 
of  which  1  was  a  member,  and  which  still  had  a  hank  account. 
1  have  those  checks  with  me  and  tin1  stubs  corresponding  to 
them  to  show  the  sources  of  all  the  money. 

Q.  And  what   is  the  amount  of  those  checks,  the  total.' 

A.  Well,  it  is  the  difference  between  $8,321.92  and  $11,000. 
It  is  aboul  twenty-six  hundred  odd  dollars.  1  have  those 
checks  all  here  and  hound  together.  (Produced  by  Mr. 
McGovern.)  These  are  the  checks,  mostly  in  sums  of  five  dol- 
lars and  ten  dollars,  except  when  there  was  a  purchase  of 
stamps,  when  often  the  amount  was  $50  or  $20,  and  when  a 
payment  was  made  to  the  campaign  manager  it  might  be  in  the 
sum  of  $100. 

Q.  As  to  the  first  item  that  is  in  your  account  here  that  1 
have  spoken  of.  $2,182.11.  will  you  state  the  amounts  paid  to 
each  one  of  those  companies  mentioned  in  that  first  item  and 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  paid  '! 

A.  I  can't  do  that  without  taking  up  considerable  time,  hut  T 
7 
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can  read  yon  the  disbursements  from  this  book,  the  items  in 
which  those  names  occur  over  and  over  again,  and  if  yon  desire 
to  transcribe  this  record,  which  is  now  just  as  it  was  made  up 
at  the  time  andv  a  detailed  statement  of  all   the  disbursements 

covered  by  the  period  during  which  this  hook  was  kept 

Q.  That  book  winch  you  have  there  in  your  hands,  does  thai 
contain  any  of  your  private  business  affairs  or  simply  your  ex- 
pense account? 

A.  It  contains  my  expense  account  and  all  of  the  financial 
transactions  connected  with  the  campaign  during  the  period 
from  July  27th.  down  to  the  closing  up  o'f  the  affairs  of  the 
campaign. 

Q.  Who  kept  that  hook? 

A.  It  is  kept  in  the  handwriting  of  Miss  Sims,  who  was  sten- 
ographer to  Mr.  William  F.ssman,  who  was  my  campaign  man- 
ager. Some  of  the  entries  are  in  Mr.  Essman's  handwriting, 
but  most  of  them  in  Miss  Sim's. 

Q.  Were  they  made  all  along  during  the  campaign  .' 
A.  I  understand  so.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge,  because 
1  was  out  campaigning  most  of  the  time,  conducting  a  speaking 
campaign  through  the  slate,  when  these  entries  were  made,  hut 
I  understand  they  were  made  at  the  very  time  the  expenditures 
were  incurred. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  see  the  expense  account  as  appears  in 
that  book? 

A.  After  the  campaign  was  over. 
Q.  It  was  then  in  the  same  form  it  is  now.  was  il  .' 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  That  is,  no  entries  have  been  made  since  thai  lime? 
A.  None  that  I  know  of,  except  some   pencil    entries    1   have 
made  here  to  refresh  my  recollection  with  regard  to  the  source 
of  some  of  the  income. 

Q.  That  book  you  are  willing  to  leave  here  with  the  commit- 
tee, are  you,  Mr.  McGovern  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairmen:     That  book  the  reporter  may  mark  as  an  ex- 
hibit. 

Qlarked  Exhibit  28.  Edward  II.  Smith.  Official  Reporter.) 
Q.  That  book,  as  I  understand  it,  contains  the  entries  of  ex- 
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pense  in  connection  with  your  campaign  from  July  27th  up  to 
the  close  of  your  campaign  .' 

A.  Yes.  ami  after,  until  the  affairs  of  the  campaign  were 
wound  up. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  book  there  which  shows  the  items  of  ex- 
pense prior  1o  thai  time,  or  are  those  vouchers  thai  you  have 
there  the  only  accounl  of  thai  kind  you  have  .' 

A.  T  have  no  boot  for  the  period  preceding  the  firsl  entries 
in  this  book,  but  T  have  the  checks  cancelled  and  T  have  tin; 
check  books  with  entries  upon  the  stubs  showing  the  transac- 
tions and  corresponding  to  the  checks. 

Q.   And  the  purpose  for  which  the  check  was  drawn  .' 

A.  The  purpose  for  which  the  check  was  drawn,  and  the 
cash  book,  and  the  ledger,  of  the  law  firm  of  which  T  am  a  mem- 
ber, and  those  together  will  show  all  of  the  expenditures  and 
the  nature  of  each  expenditure  I  think  during  the  period  not 
covered  in  the  book  T  first  referred  to. 

The  Chairman:  What  is  the  desire  of  the  committee  as  to 
whether  Mr.  McGovern  shall  now  state  those  items  of  expense. 
or  whether  he  shall  leave  the  books  and  vouchers  with  the  com- 
mittee .' 

A.  Let  me  say  one  thing  more.  I  have  here  arranged  alpha- 
betically all  of  the  checks  which  were  paid  out  in  the  pavment 
of  the  disbursements  mentioned  in  this  hook,  and  attached  to 
each  check  is  a  hill  wherever  a  bill  is  rendered,  so  that  the 
committee  will  have  at  its  disposal  all  of  the  checks  showing 
the  payment  of  these  items  as  recorded  in  this  book. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Would  it  be  necessary  to  leave  the  stubs  or 
could  we  get  alona-  without  the  stubs1 

A.  T  think  the'checks  and  this  book  (Exhibit  28)  will  show. 

Q.  You  have  the  stuhs  here,  have  you,  of  those  checks? 

A.  Yes.   " 

Q.  Have  all  those  checks  been  returned  from  the  bank0 

A.  They  have.  yes. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Your  cheek  book  and  your  vouchors  to- 
gether with  this  (Exhibil  28)  will  cover  everything,  will  it  not0 

A.  Yes.  With  regard  to  the  notes  T  want  to  say  that  T  have 
all  of  the  notes  that  T  have  referred  to  here,  showing  their  pay- 
ment, and  their  extensions,  whenever  they  were  extended  be- 
fore being  paid,  and  there  are  in  the  books  of  the  law  firm  of 

33G28GA 
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which  I  am  a  member  records  of  where  the  money  eame  from 

which  was  used  in  paying  these  notes  which  were  negotiated  in 
t he  progress  of  1  he  campaign. 

Mr.  Bray:     There  is  one  you  haven'1  paid? 

A.    There  is  one   I    haven't    paid,  tl e    which     I     gave    my 

brother  at  Cedarburg,  in  order  to  retire  the  one  al  the  Second 
Ward  Savings  Bank.  I  think  that  is  the  only  outstanding  obli- 
gation »>f  my  campaign  at  the  present  time. 

Q.  These  items  of  expense  1  hat  are  entered  up  on  this  hook. 
Exhibit  28,  were  those  disbursements  made  by  you  or  with  your 
personal  knowledge  or  not  .' 

A.  They  were  made  in  my  absence  by  Mr.  Kssnian.  I  think,  in 
every  case. 

Q.  Are  there  any  of  your  personal  expenditures  here  entered 
on  this  book  ? 

A.  Xo. 

Q.  Those  appear  right  in  this  i'em  "one"  of  your  expense  ac- 
count as  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state:  "Traveling  expenses  of 
myself.  J.  H.  Riordan,  ami  others,  $1,029.53"? 

A.  Yes — well,  you  will  find,  all  of  those  item-  in  that  acci  unt 
except  my  personal  expense,  and  that  amounted  to,  a-  my  state- 
ment states,  $310 — about.  I  have  no  more  accurate  way  of  stat- 
ing that  for  the  reason  that  1  kept  no  track  of  my  personal  ex- 
penses. I  took  a  certain  sum  of  money  when  I  started  out  and  1 
drew  two  checks  of  $100,  which  1  cashed  on  the  trip,  and  I  counted 
my  money  when  I  got  back,  and  1  found  that  it  had  cost  me  $310 
to  make  the  tour  of  the  state  on  a  speaking  trip,  ami  I  am  sure  lhat 
that  is  all  that  it  took.     It  may  have  cost  less,  $10  or  Si  5  less. 

(  ).  Who  had  personal  knowledge  of  these  expenditures  here 
appearing  on  this  Exhibit  28? 

A.  Mr.  William  L.  Essmann. 

(  ).    lie  was  your  campaign  manager,  was  he? 

A.  He  was. 

Q.  And  he  had  authority  from  you  to  disburse  this  m   ney? 

A.  He  had. 

(_)•  And  it  was  disbursed  with  your  consent  and  approval,  was 

it? 

A.  I  could  not  say  that  of  -each  particular  item,  hut  I  under- 
stood in  a  general  way  that  if  I  entered  into  this  campaign  the  way 
it  was  being:  conducted  at  the  time  that  it  would  cost  me  about  that 
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much,  so  that  whatever  he  did  I  either  approved  at  the  time  or 
ratified  since. 

(  ).  Mr.  Essmann  took  charge  of  your  campaign  in  July.  July 
27th,  did  he? 

A.   No,  he  took  charge  in  May. 

<  ).  Well.  then,  these  expenditures  that  you  made  between  May 
and   Inlv  were  made  by  you  or  by  Mr.  Essmann? 

A.  By  Mr.  Essmann,  all  of  the  expendilures  on  this,  excepting 
$310,  were  made  by  him  and  not  by  me. 

Mr.  Whitman:  But  the  bookkeeping  was  different  up  to  July 
27th  ? 

A.  Yes.  1  may  say  when  the  campaign  started  Mr.  Essmann 
occupied  the  office  adjoining  the  law  offices  of  our  firm  and  during 
thai  period  he  drew  his  money  from  the  firm  and  kept  no  further 
account  of  it  than  the  bookkeeper  of  the  firm  kept  of  disburse- 
ments  and  such  as  that  ;  later,  when  the  campaign  warmed  up,  he 
moved  over  into  another  building  in  a  different  part  of  the  city, 
Opened  headquarters  there,  and  then,  as  1  understand,  began  the 
account  of  which  you  have  a  record  in  that  hook  (  Exhibit  28). 

Q.  Mr.  McGovern,  1  will  ask  you  to  state  as  fully  as  you  are 
able  to  the  nature  of  these  disbursements  that  you  made  yourself, 
that  $310? 

A.  That  was  almost  exclusively,  if  not  exclusively,  to  cover 
railway  fare  and  hotel  hills.  I  think  there  was  two  or  three  occa- 
sions when  some  of  that  money  was  disbursed  for  another  pur- 
pose. During  the  holding  of  a  public  meeting  at — what  is  this 
town  in  ('.rant  count)-  where  Mr.  McGregor  lives? 

A  Committeeman:      1 'latteville. 

A.  (continued)  1  Matte ville.  I  paid  $10  to  the  leader  of  a  band 
For  the  services  of  the  hand  in  furnishing  music  during  the  meeting. 
1  dunk  1  paid  $10  to  Mr.  Werner  of  Shawano  to  cover  some  ex- 
penses which  I  do  not  recall  now:  he  had,  in  a  way.  charge  of  my 
campaign  there.  I  had  some  persons!  expenses  connected  with  a 
trip  to  Chicago  at  the  national  republican  convention,  and  with  the 
exception  of  those  expenses  I  believe  all  of  the  $310  mentioned 
in  m_\'  expense  account,  all  of  that  amount  was  paid  out  (o  defray 
railroad  fare  and  hotel  hills  and  bus  lure  and  sometimes  rent  of 
halls;  I  think  there  was  one  or  two  places  where  I  paid  the  rent 
of  hahs.  In  some  case:  tin  se  hills  were  sent  in  to  headquarters 
and  were  paid  from  there. 

().  Aside    from    that   $310   diese   disbursements    were   actually 
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made  by  Mr.  Essmann  and  arc  within  his  personal  knowledge 
rather  than  yours  ? 

A.  Yes,  but  in  a  way  1  have  personal  knowledge,  because  I  have 
mce.  during  the  past  week,  have  gone  over  the  accounts  and  in- 
spected the  checks  which  correspond  to  the  entries  in  that  book, 
and  in  that  sense  1  have  knowledge. 

( >.   Is  Mr.  bssmann  in  Milwaukee  now? 

A.  He  is. 

ill/  Chairman:  Well",  1  suggest  thai  instead  of  going  over 
these  items  with  Mr.  McGovern,  that  it  will  be  better  to  take 
this  up  with  Mr.  Essmann,  who  has  more  knowledge  in  regard 
to  the  matter. 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

<L>.  Is  there  anything  about  the  nature  of  tin-  expense  with 
the  exception  of  what  yon  spenl  personally,  that  you  would 
know  about  that  Mi-.   Essmann  wouldn't   know  about? 

A.  No,  he  would  have  first-hand  information.  I  have  what 
lie  has  told  me  and  what   I   have  learned  from  the  hooks. 

,Q.  lie  wouldn't  pay  out  any  money  without  your  order  or 
i,  quest  without  knowing  the  nature  of  it  as -well  as  you  do.' 

A.  No. 

The  Chairman:  What  is  the  idea  of  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee with  reference  to  whether  we  should  have  Mr.  McGovern 
in  reference  to  these  items  or  Mr.  Essmann.' 

Mr.  Lngalls:  Mr.  McGovern  hasn't  any  personal  knowledge 
on  the  subject.      1  don't  see  what  would  be  gained. 

Q.  Would  it  be  an  inconvenience  for  you  to  leave  your  law 
lii  m   books  here  .' 

A.  It  would.  I  would  rather  you  would  examine  me  so  far 
as  you  desire  to  carry  the  examination  into  the  books  of  the  law 
firm  now.  because  Mr.  Essmann  could  not  probably  tell  very 
much  more  about  those  things  except  as  to  flu  nature  of  the 
transactions,  and  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  leave  the  books  here 
which  will  refresh  my  recollect  ion  on  that  subject,  or  if  you 
desire  to  investigate  the  books  of  the  law  firm  I  would  like  to 
nave  that  done  now.  if  it  can  be  done  conv<  niently. 

Q.  Then  T  understand  that  all  of  the  expense  up  to  July  27th 
is  entered  in  the  law  firm  books  and  not  in  this  book  (Exhibit 
28)  :' 

A.    Yes. 
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Mr.  Whitman;     Thai  is,  money  received! 

.v.  11  in  evidenced  by  the  checks  thai  I  bold  in  my  hand. 
Ami,  the  source  of  the  money  will  become  evidenl  from  an  in- 
spection oJ  Hi'   cash  book,  and  I  Hunk  a  very  brief  inspection. 

Mr.  Whitman:  You  could  read  that  into  the  record  uovv, 
couidD  t  you  .' 

ivir.  bray:  1  suggesl  thai  we  go  through  the  items  in  the  law 
linn  books,  the  amounts,  wha1   they  an    tor,  and  the  dales. 

Mr.  Lngalls:  t£e  has  stated  where  the  money  came  from,  lie 
has  covei  ed  thai  fully,  hasn  1  he .' 

The  Chairman:  1  think  the  vouchers  and  the  stubs  would 
probably  show  all  that  the  hooks  do. 

Witness:  Now,  then,  you  may  look  al  this.  I  think  you  will 
find  that  the  receipts  of  the  Jaw  firm  during  this  month 
amounted  to  $23,000  to  $28,000. 

Mr.  Bray:  1  don't  mean  to  read  the  items  of  the  books,  but 
tin   items  nl  the  checks,  compare  them  with  the  books. 

Mr.  Whitman:     That  is  what  the  firm  go1  .' 

A.  That   is  what  the  firm  got. 

Mr.  Whitman:  But  what  they  paid  to  you  to  go  to  your 
campaign  committee  will  be  on  this  side   (indicating)? 

A.  Yes. 

Mr.   Whitman:      1  don't  see  any   necessity  for  it. 

A.   Except  io  satisfy  tin   committee  in  regard  to  that  subject. 

By  Mr.  lngalls: 

Q.  You  have  covered  that  thoroughly,  the  receipts,  and  where 
they  came  from,  and  1  think  that  is  satisfactory  to  the  commit- 
tee now.  The  only  inquiry,  if  there  is  anything  further,  is  what 
was  done  with  the  money. 

A.  Now,  that  is  shown  by  the  book  already  in  evidence  and 
these  checks  that  are  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Bray. 

Q.  I  was  going  to  ask  you,  Mr.  McGovern,  in  regard  to  the 
expenditures — did  you  control  them  or  did  you  leave  it  to  Mr. 
Essmann  ? 

A.  I  controlled  the  expenditures  in  a  general  way,  in  this 
manner:  I  talked  over  with  him  before  the  campaign  started 
and  while  it  was  in  progress  whenever  I  happened  to  come  to 
Milwaukee,  which  was  not  frequent,  the  probably  cost  of  the 
campaign,  and  he  understood  that  he  was  to  keep  the  cost  of 
the  campaign  as  low  as  he  could  and  not  to  ran  it  above  $10,000 
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or  $12,000,  and  when  he  began  he  thoughl  he  eould  condud  the 
campaign  for  $5,000,  hut  alter  he  go1  under  way  Ik-  saw  ii  was 
impossible  to  condud  such  a  campaign  as  ought  to  be  conducted, 
or  would  offer  any  hope  of  success  for  $5,000,  and  when  thai 
became  apparent,  why,  I  raised  the  Limit,  and  he  conducted  the 
campaign  in  his  own  way.  with  a  general  understanding,  such 
as  I  have  outlined  to  you. 

Q.  I  take  il  thai  the  Local  meetings  which  you  held,  and  I 
take  it  you  held  many  of  them,  throughoul  the  state,  were  paid 
for  Largely  by  the  Local  people  who  were  interested  in  the  meet- 
ings, such  as  halls  and  advertisements  and  things  of  thai  kind.' 

A.  In  many  cases,  and  many  of  those  meetings  were  open  air 
meetings,  where  there  was  no  music,  so  thai  there  was  small  ex- 
pense. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht: 

Q.  in  making  your  budget  of  receipts,  you  bunched  all  those 
thai  came  from  the  law  firm  in  one  item  in  the  Hist  pari  of  your 
examination,  didn  '1  you  .' 

A.   I  don't  understand  the  question. 

Q.  You  gave  a  series  of  sources  and  then  yon  said  the  res! 
of  the  money  came  from  the  law  firm—did  I  understand  thai 
correctly  .' 

A    Oh.  yes.  hut  that  will  appear  in  detail. 

Q.  Would  it  take  long  to  go  over  those  items  and  dictate  them  .' 

A.   Well,  they  arc  right  there  in  those  checks. 

Q.  Thi  n  there  is  no  need  of  this  cash  hook. 

A.   I  don'1  think  so.  except  to  verify  the  checks. 

Mr.  Bray:  Would  the  total  amount  of  those  checks  corres- 
pond with  the  difference  between  the  amount  that  you  had  in 
this  book  and  the  amount  that  you  devoted  I  >  campaign  ex- 
penses .' 

A.  Xo.  and  lor  this  reason:  Some  of  those  checks  were  is- 
sued to  Mr.  Essman  and  were  deposited  by  him  in  his  bank  ac- 
count, and  then  cheeked  out  and  charged  in  the  account  that  is 
there,  so  that  if  you  Mill  subtract  those  duplicates  from  the 
amount  <  f  these  checks,  then  the  balance  i  f  these  cheeks  will 
equal  tie  difference  between  the  $11,000  that  I  stated  in  my 
campaign  account  and  the  amount  thai  appears  on  thai  hook. 
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By  Mr.  Marsh: 

<t>.  Those  checks  there  thai  you  have  referred  to,  are  they 
taken  from  thai  book  of  stubs  which  you  have  there  before  you  .' 

A.  Yes.  'The  checks  are  all  numbered  and  the  book  is  no1  in 
use  any  more,  so  I  see  no  objection  to  Leaving  thai  here  if  you 
desire  it. 

<t>.  Does  thai  book  contain  stubs  of  any  other  checks  than 
those  used  iii  campaign  expenses? 

A.  Yes,  it  is  the  book  thai  was  in  regular  use  in  the  law  office 
and  contains  all  the  disbursements  of  the  firm  during  thai 
period. 

Q.  So  disbursements  "I  the  firm  made  by  cheek  would  be  dis- 
bursed with  those  checks  and  stubs  issued  for  campaign  pur- 
poses .' 

A.  Yes,  and  the  stul  s  are  numbered  and  the  cheeks  are  num- 
bered, and  it'  you  wish  to  find  any  stub  belonging  to  any  given 
check,  t  urn  to  1  he  number. 

Mr.  Bray  :  Will  the  items  on  the  stubs  correspond  with  your 
law  book  mil  ries  .' 

A.   They  should,  and   I   think  they  do. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Were  the  items  in  your  law  firm  book 
taken  from  the  stub,  in  posting  up  your  cash  book.' 

A.  !  think  so.  1  think  the  original  entries— I  am  not  positive 
aboul  that  because  the  girl  in  the  office  keeps  our  books. 

Mr.  Kronshage:     That   is  the  way  it  is  done. 

A.  (continued)  Then  this  check  book-  would  be  the  original 
book  of  ent  rv. 


By  Senator  Husting: 

(t>.  Will  each  stub  show  the  purpose  lor  which  the  eheck  was 
issued  .' 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  do  you  have  a  general  knowledge  of  the  uses  to 
which  the  money  was  being  pu1  that  you  were  puttiing  into  the 
campaign. 

A.  Yes.  1  have.  I  understood  that  it  was  lor  postage  stamps 
and  election  material  in  the  form  of  pamphlets  and  circulars, 
and  during  the  very  last  days  of  the  campaign  some  newspaper 
advertisements. 
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Q.  Also  in  regard  to  the  manner  you  were  organizing  your 
campaign,  the  men  employed  by  you? 

A.  I  had  some  knowledge  of  I  ha1  too. 

Q.  And  you  had  a  general  knowledge  of  aboul  whal  was  be- 
ing done  .' 

A.  Yes,  I  had. 

Mr.  Bray:  Do  any  of  those  cover  matters  of  ward  workers 
or  poll  workers  .' 

A.  Yes.  I  have  a  detailed  lisl  of  that  in  Milwaukee  county. 
That  was  the  only  county  which  was  thoroughly  organized  in 
my  behalf.  I  have  no  objection  to  leaving  thai  with  the  com- 
mittee. For  the  facts  in  respect  to  the  correctness  of  that  state- 
ment it  would  be  necessary  to  call  Mr.  Clem  Host,  who  had 
charge  of  the  organization  of  Milwaukee  county. 

Mr.  Bray:     What  were  his  general  instructions? 

A.  To  organize  Milwaukee  county. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  I  understand  that  was  the  only  county  that 
you  pretended  to  organize  .' 

A.  Yes.  There  was  some  sort  of  an  organization  in  other 
counties,  conducted  by  men  in  those  places  who  were  friendly 
to  me,  but  there  was  no  effort  from  headquarters  to  organize 
any  other  county  except  Milwaukee  in  any  such  thorough  way 
as  was  done  there.  You  will  notice  that  that  is  the  second  last 
item  of  the  expense  account  and  it  is  detailed  in  that  statement. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  receive  a  statement  from  your  cam- 
paign manager  as  to  the  cost  of  your  campaign? 

A.  ( )h.  I  never  knew  the  cost  of  it  until  after  the  campaign  was 
over. 

Q.  Well,  T  mean  do  you  recollect  about  the  time  when  he  first 
made  a  complete  statement  ? 

A.  Well,  when  he  first  undertook  the  campaign  we  talked  over 
the  probable  expense  and  he  thought  that  a  very  good  campaign 
could  be  conducted  for  $5000.  I  said  to  him  that  1  wished  it 
could  be  conducted  for  that  price  or  at  that  cost,  but  that  I  feared 
il  might  cost  more,  and  I  did  not  at  that  time  limit  him  to  such  a 
sum.  I  then  went  out  upon  a  tour  of  the  sta+e  and  when  1  got  back 
I  found  that  all  of  my  opponents  were  conducting  very  vigorous 
and  aggressive  campaigns,  and  he  knew  that  as  well  a<  I  did  : 
everyone  knew  it;  and  after  talking  the  matter  over  we  all  agreed 
that  we  should  make  a  more  thorough  and  strenuous  effort,  even 
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it  cost  some  mure,  with  the  understanding  that  the  expense  should 
not  run  ver)  much  above  $10,000  or  $12,000. 

Q.  When  did  you  firsl  receive  a  statement  from  your  campaign 
manager  as  to  the  amount  that  it  cost  and  the  items  for  which  it 
was  disbursed  ? 

A.   Very  soon  after  the  election  was  over. 

(  ).   What  month,  if  you  recollect  ? 

A.    I  think  two  or  three  days  after  the  primary  election. 

(  ).  Were  these  entries  in  this  h  ok  made  as  the  expenses  were 
incurred  ? 

A.  Yes.  Mr.  EUsmann's  system  of  keeping  a  check  hook  was 
different  from  the  system  that  prevailed  in  the  firm  of  which  I  am 
a  member,  lie  made  no  entry  upon  tin-  s'ubs,  bul  required  Miss 
Sims  to  make  a  notation  in  this  hook,  s  1  that  the  on'y  showing 
you  have  for  thai  period  are  the  checks  themselves,  ths  bills  ren- 
dered upon  which  the  checks  were  paid,  and  these  entries  in  the 
hook,  which  I  understand  were  made  at  the  very  time  the  check 
was  drawn.  Really  those  entries  correspond  to  the  customary 
entry  in  the  stub  of  a  check. 

(_).  You  were  fully  advised  as  to  what  kind  of  a  campaign  was 
made  and  'he  expenditures  within  a  few  days  after  the  primary 
Campaign  was  closed  ? 

A.  In  a  general  way.  I  didn't  know  the  item-,  hut  I  knew  in  a 
general  way  that  it  cost  ah  ml  Si  [,000  or  $I2.<  00. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  become  fully  informed  as  to  the  item. 
after  the  campaign  was  over? 

A.  Well.  I  cannot  say  that  I  became  fully  informed,  as  full}-  as 
I  am  informed  now.  until  I  received  the  no-ice  of  this  committee 
asking  me  to  come  out  here.  When  the  time  cams  for  the  prep- 
aration of  an  expense  account  \  asked  Mr.  Essmann  to  prepare 
it  and  there  was  rome  conversation  as  to  the  form  in  which  that 
statement  should  be  prepared. 

Q.  When  did  you  se'tle  up  with  Mr.  Essmann? 

A.  And  when  he  framed  up  his  expense  account,  why,  I  read  it 
over  and  talked  with  him  about  it,  satisfied  myself  that  it  Was  accu- 
rate, and  signed  it  and  swore  to  it. 

Q.  Well,  when  was  that  ? 

A.  That  was  within*  1  hirty  days  of  the  primary  election. 

Q.  Then  you  were  fully  informed  on  all  d -tails  within  thirty 
days  of  the  primary  election? 

A-   As  fully  as  the  expense  account  informed  me. 
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By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Essmann  go  to  an)  expense  that  was  unauthorized 
or  which  you  do  not  approve  of  in  conducting  your  campaign? 

A.   None  thai  I  km  ».w  i if. 

().   Well,  you  arc  familiar  now  with  the  items? 

A.   Yes. 

(  ).   And  there  arc  none  that  yon  do  not  approve  of  ? 

A.   None  that  I  know  of. 

(  ).  With  regard  to  Mr.  Host  in  organizing  Milwaukee  county, 
did  he  go  to  any  expense  that  he  was  unauthorized  to  go  to? 

A.   None  mat  I  know  of. 

O.  Or  spend  money  for  any  purpose  that  yon  do  not  approve? 

A.  None  that  1  don't  approve  of.  I  knew  nothing  about  his 
method  of  organization  at  the  time  the  organization  was  being 
built  n]i.  but  I  know  him  to  be  perfectly  honorable  in  every  way. 

( ).   Well,  you  know  now  what  he  spent  the  money  for? 

A.  I  know  what  his  report  tells  me.  and  I  have  every  reason  to 
believe  it  is  accurate  and  true,  and  1  have  never  heard  anything  to 
the  contrary,  and  it  appears  from  the  report  that  it  was  all  spent 
legitima'ely. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

( ).  Mr.  McGovern,  there  is  an  item  of  ''In  the  organization  of 
Milwaukee  county  $919.90."  Do  the  books  show  what  that  was 
spent  for? 

A..  I  don't  know.  1  imagine  that  was  for  the  organization  on 
primary  election  day. 

O.  Workers  at  the  polls  I  suppose? 

A.   I  suppose  so. 

Mr.  Hamorecbt  :     Mr.  Ksmiann  would  know  dial  in  detail. 

A.    Mr.  Host  would  be  more  likely  to  know  thai  in  detail. 

Q.   How  many  precincts  are  there  in  Milwaukee  county?' 

A.  153  1  think.  A  thousand  dollars  may  seem  a  large  sum  to 
pay  for  the  organization  of  a  comity ,  but  I  think  some  of  my 
opponents  spent  a  great  deal  more  'han  that. 

C).  Well,  the_\-  were  in  71  counties,  some  of  them,  organizing. 
That  makes  a  difference. 

A..  That  would  make  the  matter  worse,  so  far  as  the  amount  of 
expense  is  concerned. 
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By  Mr.  Hambrecht : 

( ).  Thai  Exhibit  No.  29,  I  will  ask  you  if  thai  is  a  copy  of  a 
letter  received  by  you  .J 

A.   It  is,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

(  ).   And  Erom  whom  was  it  received?      It  is  not  signed. 

A.   From  Mr.  Clem   Host. 

Q.  Would  you  put  the  name  011  there  so  thai  it  can  be  intro- 
duced into  1  he  record. 

(The  aame  of  Clem  Hos1  was  thereupon  signed  to  the  letter 
by  .Mr.  McGovern.) 

By  Mr.   Bray: 

Q.  Do  you  know.  Mr.  McGovern,  whether  or  not  Mr.  Host 
kept  an  aeeount  of  the  items  of  expense  on  primary  day  that 
amount   to  over  $900 — did  yon  ever  see  such  an  account.' 

A.  I  never  have.  no.  This  is  the  only  report  I  have  ever  re- 
ceived of  the  disbursements  of  money  by  Mr.  Host. 

Q.  And  you  don't  know  that  he  has  any  more  of  a  detailed 
account  .' 

A.  I  don  't  know  that   he  lias. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  It  had  Letter  he  marked  "copy,*'  I  pre- 
sume. Air.  McGovern. 

(Marked  by  witness  "copy.") 

A.  I  think  I  have  the  original  of  this,  but  1  am  not  sure.  It 
I  have  and  the  committee  desires  it.  I  will  send  the  original  in- 
stead. Here  are  the  cheeks  that  I  spoke  of  showing  duplica- 
tions of  payments.  They  would  have  to  he  subtracted  from  the 
total   amount. 

(Clucks  last  referred  to  by  the  witness  were  thereupon  marked 
by  the  reporter  "  Exhibit  30,"  Edward  If.  Smith.  Official  Re- 
porter.) 

(The  original  checks  referred  to  by  the  witness  were  marked 
"Exhibit  31,  Edward  II.  Smith.  Official  Reporter".) 

(Exhibits  30  and  3]   were  thereupon   received   in  evidence.) 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Essmann  one  of  your  managers  and  Host  an- 
other? 

A.  Mr.  Host  was  the  manager  in  Milwaukee  county,  under 
Mr.  Essmann   in  a.  way. 
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Q.   Were  those  the  only  managers  you  had? 

A.   Yes. 

Q.  Host  had  charge  of  Milwaukee  county  immediately? 

A.   5Tes. 

(>).  Hut  under  the  supervision  of  Essmann? 

A.  Yes,  of  Essmann. 

Q.  Was  there  any  limit  on  Bost's  expenditures  for  Milwaukee 
county,  or  did  you  let  him  use  his  best  judgment  .' 

A.  J  think  al]  the  money  that  he  gol  tie  received  from  Mr. 
Essmann,  and  whatever  limitation  was  imposed  upon  him  came 
in  that  way. 

Mr.  Whitman:  All  expenditures  were  in  view  of  a  certain 
limit  .' 

A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Whitman:  That  is.  you  raised  the  limit  once,  hut  then 
you   had  that? 

A.  Yes. 

Exhibit  32  was  thereupon -received  in  evidence  and  is  as.  fol- 
lows : 

STATEMENT  OP  ELECTION  EXPENSES. 

Statement   of  expenses  of  Francis  E.  MeGrOvern,  a  candidate 
for  the  office  of  United  States  senator  from  Wisconsin,   at  the 
primary   election,   held   on    the   first   day   of   September,    A.   D. 
1908,  made  pursuant  to  sed ion  4543c,  Revised  Statutes  of  1898. 
Paid  to  Cramer.   Krassalt  Co.,   Sullivan  Printing 
Co..  Keystone  Printing  Co.,  Wetzel  Bros.,  Hoelzl 
Co.,  Enterprise  Printing  Co.,* Advocate  Printing 
Co.,  Breithaupt    Printing    Co.,  Eagle  Printing- 
Co.,  Germania  Publishing  Co.,  S.  E.  Tate  Print- 
ing Co.,  and  others  for  printing  platforms,  cir- 
culars, letter  heads,  etc  $2,182  11 

Paid  for  postage  stamps 1 ,826  00 

Paid    John    Mehl   (German  speaker)   for    services 

and  travelling   expenses    195  00 

Paid  to  John  A.  Daniels,  Henry  Boyle  Theatre. 
L.  A.  Meininger,  Peter  L.  Meyers,  and  others  to 
defray  expenses  in  arranging  public  meetings  in 
various  parts  of  the  stab,  and  for  hall  rent, 
bands,  advertising,   etc 580  45 
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raid  in  salaries  to  William  L.  Essmann,  William 
lirotelueschen,  Marj  Sims,  Estelle  Van  Echte-, 
pen,  and  others,  all  office  employes  748  00 

Paid  A.  ML.  Kiley,  11.  11.  Scott,  John  Sather,  Joseph 
binnis,  L.  J.  Michalski,  and  others  for  services 
rendered  in  organizing  outside  Milwaukee 
county   1,270  11 

Traveling  expenses  of  myself,  J.  II.  Reardon,  and 
others    1  ,029  53 

Paid  Superior  Telegram,  1*.  13.  Haber  Printing 
Co.,  Madison  State  Journal,  Eau  Claire  Leader, 
La  Crosse  Chronicle,  La  Crosse  Leader  Tress, 
Milwaukee  Journal,  .Milwaukee  Evening  Wis- 
consin, Germania,  etc.,  for  newspaper  advertise- 
ments    1,071  80 

Telephone,   telegraph,   and   express  charges    187  11 

Posting  and  distributing  lithographs   305  75 

Paid  John  De  Wolfe  for  office  rent  and  office  ex- 
penses      305  51 

Expenses  incurred  in  organizing  Milwaukee 
county,  including  organization  on  primary  day  1,003  15 

Cigars  and  other  incidental  expenses   233  95 

Total    $11,003  88 

All  of  the  foregoing  expenses,  except  the  sum  of  three  hun- 
dred and  ten  dollars,  were  incurred  not  by  me  personally  but 
by  my  campaign  manager,  Mr.  William  L.  Essmann,  and  what 
knowledge  I  have  of  such  expenses  and  the  items  which  com- 
pose them,  aside  from  the  three  hundred  and  ten  dollars  dis- 
bursed by  me  personally,  is  obtained  from  him. 

Receipts. 

Of  the  foregoing  amount  of  $11,003  expended  in  my  cam 
paign,  the  sum  of  $1,038.15  was  contributed  by  friends,  a  ma- 
jority of  whose  names  are  unknown  to  me,  mostly  in  amounts 
of  ten  dollars  each.  The  balance  of  the  expenses  of  my  cam- 
paign I  have  borne  personally. 
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State  of  Wisconsin, ' County  of  Milwaukee,^-ss. 

Francis  E.  McGovern,  being  firsl  duly  sworn,  on  oath  says 
thai  he  was  a  candidati    tor  the  office  oi   United  States  Senator 

at  the  primary  election  held  in  said  slate  of  Wisconsin  on  th*3 
firsl  day  of  September,  A.  I).  1908;  thai  the  foregoing  is  a 
statement  setting  forth  in  detail  all  sums  of  money  contributed, 
disbursed,  expended,  or  promised  by  him  to  the  besl  of  his 
knowledge  and  belief,  by  any  other  person  or  persons  in  his  he- 
half,  wholly  or  in  pari  in  endeavoring  to  secure  his  election, 
or  expended  in  any  way  in  connection  with  his  candidacy  I'm 
said  office,  and  thai  the  same  is  as  lull  and  explicit  as  affiant 
is  able  to  make  it . 

FRANCIS  E.  McGOVERN. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  2!>th  day  of  Septem- 
ber, A.  1).  1908. 

NORMAN  L.  BAKER, 

Notary   Public, 
Milwaukee  Co.,  Wis. 

State  of  Wisconsin.  Department  of  State,     ss. 

Received  and  filed  this  30th  day  of  Sept..  A.  D.  1908. 

A.  T.  TORGE, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

The  Chairman:  Any  other  member  of  the  committee  want  to 
examine  Mr.  McGovern  further?  If  you  are  needed  at  any 
time,  Mr.  McGovern.  I  suppose  you  will  come  on  call? 

A.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  come  without  any  subpoena. 

The  Chairman:  Now,  will  you  want  to  leave  that  package 
there?  "gjjgi 

A.    If  you  desire.  1  will. 

The  Chairman:  If  you  will  leave  that  with  the  clerk,  and 
I  think  the  clerk  should  label  these  showing  whom  they  belong 
to.  and  keep  them  in  the  vault,  so  that  they  may  be  returned. 

Gentlemen,  shall  we  proceed  further  to-night? 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  move  that  we  adjourn  until  nine  o'clock 
tomorrow  morning. 

The  Chairman  :     It  is  conceded  that  we  are  through  with  him  '! 

Mr.  Whitman:     Yes.  I  supposed  that   w<    were. 

The    Chairman:     Well,    unless   there    is   some   objection,    the 
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committee  will   be  adjourned   until   tomorrow   morning  a1    nine 
i)  Clock. 

Adjourned  until  nine  o'clock  A.  M.  February   17.  1909. 

EXHIBIT  29. 

Milwaukee,  Wis..  Sept.  4th,  1908. 
Mr.   Francis  McGovern, 
City. 
Dear  Sic:     I    herewith   respectfully   submit    statemenl    of  re- 
ceipts and  disbursements  of  money,  incidental  to  your  candidacy 
in   Milwaukee  county.   For  {].  S.  senator,  ;is  follows: 

h't  ct  i pis. 

Aug.   17.     Received  of  W.   L.    Essmann    $300  00 

Received  of  E.   I).  Coddington    20  <><> 

Received  of  Mr.  Wagner 25  00 

Aug.  22.     Received   of    E.    I).    Coddington,    various 

contributions l.~>  <>(> 

Received  of  W.  L.   Essmann    100  00 

Received  of  Nic  Grein   2  00 

Aug.  27.     Received  of  C.  T.  McNally   5  00 

Received  of  W.  I,.   Essmann    500  00 

Aug.  28.     Received  of  \V.  L.  Essmann   TOO  00 

Aug.  31..    Rec<  ived  of  W.  C.  Wendel   5  00 

Total  receipts $1,072  50 

Disbursi  mt  wis. 

For  organization  on  primary  day   $919  90 

For  printing 16  25 

For  meeting ' 69  00 

For  salaries 10  00 

For  picnic  of  Eagles  at  South  Milwaukee    8  50 

For  incidental  expenses,  including  auto  trips 39  50 

Total    disbursements    $1,063  15 

Balance    "! $9  35 

Respectfully  submitted. 

CLEM  HOST, 

Secretary. 
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Madison,  Wis.,  February  L-7,  L909. 
I  [earing  resumed. 
All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Honorable  Neal  Brown,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr.  Whitman: 

(  ).  Yon  live  at  Wausau,  and  were  a  candidate  for  United  States 
Senator  at  the  last  primary,  for  the  Democratic  party? 

A.  I  was. 

Q.    I  low  much  did  yon  spend  at  that  primary  election? 

A.  Well,  1  think  a  little  over  $1,000.  ]  am  only  able  to  say 
definitely  by  looking  at  my  report  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state. 
(  Examines  report)  $1,075.87. 

Q.  I  see  by  this  statement  that  the  items  have  not  been  totaled; 
hut  they  amount  to  how  much? 

A.  $1,075.87. 

Q.  You  commenced  your  primary  campaign  along  in  August, 
as  I  understand? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  very  soon  after  the  Democratic  convention  in  Mil- 
waukee. 

Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  have  a  campaign  manager? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Were  all  the  items  mentioned  in  your  expense  account  dis- 
bursed by  you  or  by  somebody  for  you? 

A.  Well,  they  were  expended  in  my  office,  for  postage  and 
other  expenses,  or.  as  the  account  shows,  the  amounts  were  sent 
to  three  or  four  different  parties  from  the  office,  for  expenses. 

O.  "Affiant  cannot  give  the  details  of  such  expenditures  but 
only  the  aggregate  amounts  as  to  many  of  the  items."  That  is  a 
statement  in  your  expense  account? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(J.  What  do  you  mean  by  that? 

A.  Why,  for  instance  I  say  in  there  I  sent  to  C.  F.  Buman,  Mil- 
waukee, the  sum  of  $200,  and  I  owed  him  a  balance  of  $150  at  the 
time  this  was  made.  Now,  that  was  spent,  to  my  best  informa- 
tion and  belief,  for  printing",  envelopes,  and  expense  of  mailing  in 
Milwaukee.  That  is  the  information  I  have,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  it  is  correct. 

Q.    fie  made  these  expenditures,  and  sent  you  the  bill? 
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A.  I  don't  think  he  sent  rr.e  any  itemized  bill,  tf  he  did,  I  can 
send  it  down  to  you.  I  can  send  you  down  whatever  his  bill  was. 
I  did  not  bring  it  with  me,  as  I  left  in  quite  a  hurry. 

Q.   1  f  necessary,  you  can  send  it  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

(  ).  The  next  item  reads  thus:  "Affiant  paid  out  in  said  cam- 
paign through  Honorable  Peer  Stromme,  of  .Madison,  for  posl 
age,  printing  matter,  envelopes  and  expense  of  mailing,  etc., 
$225.00.  This  money  was  sent  to  Mr.  Stromme  for  the  purposes 
stated."  Did  Mr.  Stromme  render  to  you  an  account  of  his  ex- 
penses ? 

A.  I  think  he  did.  I  am  not  certain  how  much  it  was  itemized, 
hut  I  think  1  have  a  statement  of  account. 

Q.  And  if  you  have  that  you  could  produce  it,  and  would  he 
willing  to  do  so? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(_).  The  next  item  is:  "Affiant  also  expended  through  Mr.  C.  F. 
Human  of  Milwaukee  the  sum  of  $200,  and  there  is  still  a  balance 
due  Mr.  Buman,  for  moneys  expended,  the  amount  of  $150,  which 
will  be  paid  at  once.  The  amount  stated  was  expended  by  Mr. 
Buman  for  postage,  printing  matter,  envelopes  and  expense  of 
mailing."  That  was  money  expended  by  him,  and  the  bill  ren- 
dered to  you,  was  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  cannot  say  he  rendered  it  in  detail,  but  T  feel 
absolutely  certain  that  it  was  spent  as  stated  there. 

Q.      You  have  some  data,  you  think,  upon  that  item? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  could  be  furnished  to  the  committee,  if  necessary? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  The  next  is  :  "Affiant  also  paid  out  to  M.  J.  Regan,  of  Mil- 
waukee, the  sum  of  $50  for  circulating  newspapers  and  other 
campaign  matter,  and  this  amount  was  so  expended  by  Mr.  Regan 
for  such  purposes."     Have  you  a  bill  for  that? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  have.  He  attended  to  that  matter  for  me, 
and  I  sent  him  the  money  ;  T  don't  think  he  rendered  any  bill ;  I 
am  not  sure  about  it,  though. 

Q.  What  does  that  mean  "for  circulating  newspapers  and  other 
campaign  matter?" 

A.  Why,  I  got,  or  somebody  got  for  me,  a  lot  of  newspapers,  I 
think  the  Journal  in  Milwaukee,  and  it  was,  as  I  understood — The 
money  was  expended  in  circulating  these  papers. 
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(  ).  Thai  is.  mailing  them,  etc? 

A.  Mailing  them  and  distributing  them.  I  think  they  had  some 
In  iys  distributing  them. 

Q.  The  next  statement  is:  "Affiant  also  expended  for  two 
trips  to  Madison  and  Milwaukee,  for  traveling  expenses  and  ho- 
tel hills,  the  sum  of  approximately  $50."     What  was  that? 

A.  That  is  ordinary  traveling  expenses.  I  made  two  <>r  three 
trips  to  Madison  and  Milwaukee  during  the  campaign. 

0.  The  next  is:  "Affiant  also  expended  in  the  city  of  Wausatl 
$.">  paid  to  E.  E.  Schulze  for  sundry  expenses,  and  $6  paid  to  the 
local  democratic  committee  as  affiant's  portion  of  the  expense  of 
getting  out  the  vote  on  primary  election  day."  Is  there  any  fur- 
ther explanation  you  can  give  to  that: 

A.  No,  nothing  except  that  Air.  Schultz  was  working  in  a 
jewelry  -tore,  and  the  democratic  c<  mmittee  there  wanted  him  to 
attend  to  one  of  the  polls  on  election  day.  and  see  about  getting 
the  vote  cut.  and  he  was  out  some  expenses,  and  I  paid  him  this 
for  that.  1  don't  think  it  covered  much  more  than  his  actual  ex- 
penses. And  then  there  was  some  local  democratic  candidates 
running,  and  the}'  asked  me  to  pay  $6,  my  share  of  the  expense  of 
getting  out  the  vote,  and  I  paid  it  to  them. 

O.  The  next  is:  "Affiant  also  expended  in  the  city  of  Wausau 
for  the  services  of  a  secretary  for  one  month,  one  R.  E.  Hoch- 
trit,  $60." 

A.  That  is  correct.     I  used  my  secretary  and  stenographer. 

Q.  Was  he  or  was  he  not  employed  especially  for  that  purpose 
during  this  campaign  ? 

A.  Well,  he  came  with  tis  at  that  time,  and  I  think  that  was 
about  the  first  work  he  did.  He  remained  with  us.  and  is  with  me 
now  as  a  stenographer.  I  think,  you  might  say,  that  lie  started  in 
at  this  employment  first. 

O.  And  you  paid  him  out  of  your  own  funds? 

A.   Yes,  I  paid  him  myself  for  that. 

Q.  The  next  is:  "Affiant  further  paid  to  Edward  B.  Thayer 
of  Wausau,  $150  for  printing.  This  amount,  however,  includes 
the  cost  of  printing  3000  copies  of  a  pamphlet  on  the  general 
questions  of  the  campaign,  having  no  direct  reference  to  affiant's 
candidacy  for  the  United  States  senate.  The  amount  paid  Mr. 
Thayer  for  this  item  was  $75.  Affiant  has,  however,  included  this 
amount  in  his  statement  of  expenditures  although  he  believes  that 
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ii  is  not  properly  an  item  of  his  campaign  expenses."  Yon  mean 
by  thai  that  this  has  no  direct  reference  to  your  candidacy? 

A.  It  did  n<  i  n  entii  n  mj  cai  didac)  at  all,  but  was  on  the  gen- 
eral questii  ms  of  the  campaign  ;  national  questions  entirel) . 

(  ).  The  not  item  is:  ••Affiant  also  paid  oul  to  Mrs.  I'.  V.  Q. 
Van  Vechten,  of  this  city,  $S.15  for  envelopes  used  in  mailing  out 
the  above  mentioned  pamphlets."  Yon  would  give  the  same 
answer.  I  suppose  ? 

A.   Yes,  that  was  for  envelopes. 

<  ).  The  next  item  is:  ''Affiant  further  expended  the  amount 
,  |"  $1']  [.72  [<  r  i  i  stage  at  d  stationery  in  addition  to  what  all  the 
other  items  mention." 

A.  My  secretary  1  ept  an  account  of  all  the  stamps  and  postage 
spent,  and  that  is  the  ami  unt  appearing  on  the  books. 

(  ).   NTow,  tl  at  totals  h<  w  much  from  you? 

A.  $1,075.87. 

Statement  of  expense*  i  tiered  in  evidence  and  marked  "Ex- 
hibit 33,  Edward  II.  Smith,  Official  Reporter,"  and  is  in  words 
and  figures  following,  tc-wit: 

State  of  Wisconsin,  Marathon  County — ss. 

Meal  Brown,  being  first  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  he 
is  a  residenl  of  dm  city  of  Wausau,  Wis.,  and  that  he  was  a  can- 
didate for  the  position  of  United  Sta-es  senator  on  the  democrat  c 
ticket,  at  the  primary  election  held  Se]  t.  ist,  i«,<;S. 

That  affiant  expensed  in  said  primary  election  campaign  the 
Minis  of  money  hereinafter  set  forth  and  for  the  purposes  sJ 

Affiant  cannot  give  the  detail  of  Mich  expenditures  but  only 
the  aggregate  amounts  as  to  many  of  the  items. 

Affiant  paid  out  in  said  campa;ga  through  Hon.  Peer  Stromme, 
of  Madison,  for  postage,  printing  matter,  envelopes,  and  ex- 
pense of  mailing,  etc.  $225x0.  This  meney  was  sent  to  Mr. 
Stromme  for  the  purposes  stated. 

Affiant  also  expanded  through  Mr.  C.  P.  Etonian  of  Milwau- 
kee, the  sum  of  $200.00,  and  there  is  st:ll  a  balance  due  Mr. 
Human,  for  moneys  expended,  the  amount  of  $150.00,  which  will 
he  paid  at  once.  The  amount  stated  was  expended  by  Mr.  Buman 
for  postage,  printing  ma'ter.  envelopes  and  expense  of  mailing. 

Affiant  al  0  paid  out  to  M.  J.  Regan,  of  Milwaukee,  the  sum  of 
$56.00  for  circulating  newspapers  and  other   campaign   matter, 
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and  this  amount   was  so  expended  by  Mr.   Regan   for  such  pur- 
poses. 

Aitiint  also  expended  for  two  trips  to  Madison  and  Milwaukee, 
for  traveling  expenses  and  hotel  bills,  the  sum  of  approximately 
$50.00. 

Affiant  also  expended  in  the  city  of  Wausau,  $5.00  paid  to  Mr. 
K.  E.  Schultz  for  sundry  expenses,  and  $6.00  paid  to  the  local 
Democratic  committee  as  affiant's  portion  of  the  expenses  in  get- 
ting out  the  vote  on  primary  election  day. 

Affiant  also  expended  in  the  city  of  Wausau,  for  the  services 
of  a  secretary  for  one  mon'h,  one  R.  E.  Hochtrit,  $60.00. 

\ftiant  further  paid  to  E  B.  Thayer  of  Wausau,  $250.00  for 
printing.  This  amount,  includes  the  cost  of  printing  3.000  copies 
of  a  pamphlet  on  the  general  question  of  the  campaign,  having  no 
direct  reference  to  affiant's  candidacy  for  the  United  States  senate. 
The  amount  paid  Mr.  Thayer  for  this  item  was  $75.00.  Affiant 
has  however  included  this  amount  in  his  statement  of  expenditures 
although  he  believes  that  it  is  not  properly  an  item  of  his  cam- 
paign expenses. 

Affiant  also  paid  out  to  Mrs.  P.  A'.  O.  Van  Vechten,  of  this 
city,  $8.15  for  envelopes  used  in  mailing  out  the  above  mentioned 
pamphlets. 

Alffiant  would  further  add,  however,  it  is  possible  that  he  may 
have  overlooked  or  forgotten  some  item  of  expense  not  herein 
specifically  mentioned,  but  affiant  avers  that  such  items  of  expense 
could  not  exceed  in  the  aggregate  $25.00.  Affiant  has  found  it 
almost  impossible  to  keep  an  accurate  account  of  every  item  ol 
expense  but  wishes  to  comply  with  the  law  as  far  as  he  is  able 
in  setting  forth  these  expenses.  Many  of  the  expenditures  herein 
referred  to  and  part  of  the  aggregate  amount,  have  seemed  to  the 
affiant  to  be  not  a  part  of  the  campaign  chargeable  to  the  primary 
election,  in  that  they  were  really  made  in  the  aid  of  the  general 
campaign  of  the  democratic  party  in  Wisconsin;  Affiant,  how- 
ever, has  included  all  of  these  expenditures  in  order  that  this  state- 
ment may  show  what  they  arc  and  thus  comply  with  the  law.  The 
aggregate  amount  of  such  expenses  is  $1,075.87. 

NEAL  BROWN. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  29th  day  of  September, 
1908.  FRED  GEXRTCH. 

Notary  Public.  Marathon  Co..  Wis. 
MV  commission  expires  August   1.  1909. 
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State  of  Wisconsin,  Department  of  State     ss. 

Received  and  filed  this  30th  da)  of  Sq  1..  A.  D.  [9 

A.  T.  T(  >RGE, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Q.  Did  yon  or  did  you  not  have  an  1  rganization  throughout  the 
stat<  b)  counties  or  1  itherwise  . 

A.   Why,  no.     All  the  work  1  did  in  the  counties  was  done  by 
writing  letters  to  persi  nal  freinds  of  mine,  and  I  had  no  1 
manager,  so-called,  in  the  differenl  i    unties.     Nobody  expended 
mi  n  ey  For  me. 

( ).  You  have  paid  no  money,  it  seems,  for  work  done  by  other 
parties  in  the  different  counties  of  the  state?. 

A.    None  at  all. 

Q.  If  there  was  anything  dene  in  thai  direction  it  was  done 
gratuitously . 

A.  It  was.  I  think  it  was  done  by  personal  Eriends,  or  by  nun 
who  became  interested  in  my  candidacy,  and  to  what  extent  1 
do  in,!  know.  1  do  not  think  there  could  have  been  any  particular 
amount  of  money  spent  in  that  way  that  I  would  not  he  cog- 
nizant of. 

(  ).  Was  there  any  money  contributed  by  other  parlies  during 
your  campaign  J. 

A.  T  don't  think  there  was  a  d  filar.  !  d  m't  believe  there  was. 
T  don't  know  of  anything,  and  I  never  heard  ol  any. 

Q.   You  were  the  successful  candidate  at  the  primary? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman:  Any  other  member  of  the  committee  wish  to 
ask  any  questions? 

I  A  Senator  I  lusting  : 

Q.  Mr.  Brown,  is  there  anything,  generally,  you  wiih  to  say  in 
regard  to  this  matter  ? 

A.  Why,  no.  I  could  have  spent  a  good  de2l  more  money  than 
this  if  I  had  wanted  to.  My  main  effort  was  not  to  spend  mom  y, 
but  to  reduce  expenses. 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  attempt  to  organize   Marathon  county. 

politically  ? 

A.  No  more  than  to  write  some  letters  to  various  friends  ol 
mine  in  the  various  polling  precincts  and  suggest   my  candidacy 
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to  them,  and  tell  them  I  would  appreciate  it  if  they  would  get  out 
a  good  vote ;  that  is  all. 

( ).  i  would  like  to  ask  you  a  general  question  :  What,  in  your 
opinion,  would  be  the  cost  of  properly  organizing  a  campaign  in 
such  a  county  as  Marathon  county? 

A.  Well,  1  guess  1  could  answer  that.  Of  course,  yon  can 
spend  as  much  as  you  like  in  Marathon  county. 

Q.  I  mean  spending  all  money  properly,  but  have  a  good  organ- 
ization ? 

A.  There  arc  people  there  that  will  take  it.  although  they  are. 
in  the  main,  virtuous  and  correct  in  their  deportment  and  con- 
duct. Well,  it  is  a  big  county.  There  are  perhaps  sixty  polling 
places  in  the  count)..  1  am  kind  of  guessing  at  that,  but  ]  think 
somewhere  near  that.  <  )h,  just  a  good  fair  campaign  there,  cover- 
ing 2ll  places  in  the  county,  $1,000  or  $1,500.  You  can  run  two 
•  r  three  kinds  of  campaigns.  You  can  run  a  kind  of  poverty 
campaign  or  you  can  run  an  opulent  millionaire  sort  of  cam- 
paign. Take  the  poverty  campaign  and  that  will  mean  postage 
mainly,  and  that  would  cost  a  few  hundred  dollars. 

Q.  Would  you  distinguish  between  a  democratic  and  a  repub- 
lican campaign  ? 

A.  1  would  make  the  distinction  along  those  lines,  yes,  sir*; 
I  certainly  would.  ( )h,  [  should  think  a  man  could  spend  a  couple 
of  thousand  dollars  there  and  not  strain  himself  any,  especially 
if  he  had  the  reputation  of  being  a  rich  man.  If  he  could  go  into 
the  campaign  with  the  reputation  of  being  a  poor  man  he  would 
not  have  to  spend  near  so  much. 

O-  You  are  of  the  opinion  that  if  you  had  the  reputation  of  be- 
ing as  rich  perhaps  as  Air.  Stephenson  it  would  cost  you  a  good 
deal  more  to  do  the  same  work. 

A.  It  would  require  a  great  deal  more  firmness  on  my  part  to 
resist  expenditure  in  that  case;  and  one  trouble  I  labor  under  is 
that  a  good  many  people  have  been  unkind  enough  to  impute  riches 
to  me,  and  put  me  among  the  criminal  classes  of  this  country, 
where  I  really  do  not  belong.  It  has  been  a  kind  of  a  handicap. 
because  if  you  are  poor,  and  known  to  be  poor,  why.  they  do  not 
expect  much  of  you. 

Q.  You  think,  then,  whether  rich  or  poor,  $2,000,  or  perhaps 
more,  might  properly  be  spent  to  organize  a  county  in  a  campaign  1 

A.  Yes,  you  would  make  a  fair  organization,  and  not  spend  a 
dollar  illegitimately,   for   from  $1,000  to  $2,000.      I    think,  under 
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the  primary  election  law,  it  would  cosl  a  candidate  throug<  nt  the 

whole  state,  to  spend  money  legitimately,  anywhere  from  S-v 

to  $100,000,  and  cover  everything;  nol  make  it  fragmentary,  and 

have  it  pretty  strong  in  one  place  and  not  anything  in  another; 

but  do  it  well.     Yon  can  run  a  poverty  campaign  in  the    tate  for 

abi ml  $n  >,i  00  1  ir  .Si  >< «  k  . 

■   Q-   But  a  good,  real,  live  campaign  won!  1  cosl  $ic  1,0 

A.  A  real  live  campaign  would  cost  you  anywhere  fn  n 
$50,000  tn  $100,00.  (  )  f  course,  I  am  not  a  politician  i  1  any  -  n  e 
of  the  word.  I  am  really  testifying  here  as  a  non-expert.  I  have 
helped  conduct  judiciary  campaigns  and  eo  en.  This  is  abonl 
the  first — this  is  my  first  experience  under  the  primary  election 
law,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  my  last. 

By  Senator  Husting : 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  a  campaign,  before  this,  wherein 
$100,000  was  spent  to  organize  this  state,  by  one  candidate? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know.  I  know  of  one  or  two  campaigns  where 
I  think  a  good  deal  of  money  was  spent;  how  much  I  don't  re- 
member; one  or  two  senatorial  campaigns  where  it  was  comm  n 
report  that  a  good  deal  was  spent. 

Q.  When  you  speak  of  organizing  the  state  you  are  thinking  of 
organizing  the  state  by  a  party,  are  you  not? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

().  You  have  never  in  your  experience  known  of  any  single 
candidate  organizing  every  precinct  in  every  county  in  the  state, 
before  this  ? 

A.   No,  1  think  not. 

Q.  And  have  you  ever  heard  of  any  candidate  spending 
$100,000 — any  single  candidate— spending  $100,000  in  organiz- 
ing this  slate  .' 

A.    I  cannot  say  that  I  have. 

Q.  You  have  never  organized  it  ai  any  such  figure  as  that, 
have  you.  Senator .' 

A.   No,  I  have  not . 

Q.  Do  you  consider  yourself  really  competent  to  give  evidence 
as  an  expert  in  this  matter .' 

A.  Why.  no  more  than  any  of  you  are;  about  the  same.  You 
can.  all  of  you.  make  as  good  a  guess  ;is  1  can. 
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By  Mr.  Hambrechl  : 

(^.  I )i>  vim  base  your  estimate  on  the  experience  you  have  had 
in  1  his  recent  campaign  .' 

A.    W.-ll,  in  part. 

Q.  In  estimating  $100,000,  do  I  understand  now  thai  you  mean 
a  parly,  or  an  individual,  in  conducting  a  primary  campaign  .' 

A.  ()li,  I  would  mean  a  state-wide  campaign. 

Q.   For  an  individual  ? 

A.  For  an  individual,  yes.  I  (i<»  no1  refer  in  thai  to  an  elec- 
1 1  in. 

Mr.  Hambrechl  :  I  think  Hie  Senator  said  '"a  party"  as  dis- 
tinguished Prom  an  individual.  I  wanted  that  (dear.  (To  wit- 
ness) :     I  don't  think  you  understood  his  question. 

The  (  hairman:    A  party,  as  distinguished  from  an  individual. 

Wit  ness  :  <  Hi.  I  presume  at  this  primary  election,  what  rxwy- 
liudy  spenl  in  this  campaign  would  run  up  into  half  a  million  or 
a  million  dollars  in  this  state.  I  mean  all  the  candidates,  local, 
congressional  and  anything  else.  I  do  no1  know  as  a  million 
dollars  would  any  more  than  cover  it. 

My  Mr.  Ilusting: 

Q.  In  making  your  estimate  of  the  cost  of  a  state-wide  cam- 
paign, you  are  figuring  on  a  man  being  obliged  to  buy  all  his 
support .' 

A.  Nobody  is  ever  obliged  to  buy  all  their  support. 

(,).  1  mean,  purchase  the  service  of  men.' 

A.  If  a  man  is  known  to  have  a  lot  of  money  he  will  generally 
have  to  pay  for  most  everything  he  gets;  excepl  among  a  few 
friends  who  will  support  him  for  old  times'  sake,  or  local  men. 
Of  course,  men  that  would  do  a  good  deal  for  him  if  he  was 
I r  wouldn't  do  anything' for  him  if  he  was  rich. 

Q.  Is  it  your  experience  that  popularity  and  riches  do  not 
1  ravel  together .' 

A.  Sometimes  they  do.  and  sometimes  they  do  not.  Most 
cvrvy  man  has  his  friends  who  will  support  him  any  way.  what- 
ever he  does. 

Q.  In  basing  your  estimate  on  a  theory  of  organization  of  the 
state,  you  ,are  figuring  that  every  man.  at  every  precinct,  must 
l»e  paid,  practically  .' 

A.  Oh.  no.  1   don't   sav  that.     That    don't  follow.     You  will 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION.     1^3 

find  sonic  men  supporting  a  candidate  freely  and  gratuitously; 
and  ;i  good  many  won  't . 

(,).  In  making  your  estimate  are  you  not  figuring  on  a  man 
thai  would  be  obliged  to  pay  for  most  of  the  service  rendered  m 

the  staif.  such  as  a  man  at  the  polls  at  every  place,  and  having 
a  county  manager,  and  some  city  and  ward  representatives,  and 
not  figuring  on  a  man  who.  by  popularity,  might  draw  to  him 
the  support  ol  men  who  mighl  work  lor  the  good  of  the  cause, 
without  pay  .' 

A.  (Hi,  yes;  hut  the  question  of  whether  a  man  is  known  to 
have  money  cuts  a  lot  ol  figure  with  it.  <  )f  course,  the  time  has 
not  yet  come  that  be<  ause  a  man  is  rich  he  is  outlawed,  although 
il  may  come  xrvy  soon.  He  don't  lose  all  his  popularity  be- 
cause he  is  rich,  lie  may  have  some  friends,  and  some  popu- 
larity, even  though  he  may  he  rich,  possibly.  Perhaps  he  ought 
not  to  have  it.  but  as  long  as  w  e  are  in  the  old  regime  he  may  In' 
well  1  hought  of  by  some  men. 

Q.  f,  will  ask  you  this  question,  as  long-  as  they  are  makim.: 
you  an  opinion  witness:  Do  you  consider  it  a  proper  expendi- 
ture tor  a  candidate  lor  the  United  States  senate  to  pay  a  candi- 
date for  the  assembly  money  to  secure  him  names  to  his  nomina- 
tion papers  .' 

A.  Am  1  obliged  to  testify  on  questions  of  general  ethics  here  : 

(^).   That  is  whal  we  are  ashing1  for. 

A.  1  am  willing  to.  hut  I  don't  think'  the  committee  wants  to 
take  up  the  time.  If  they  do,  I  can  give  them  my  opinion.  I 
don't   know  what   is  proper  under  the  primary  election  law. 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  When  you  consider  this  man  is  an  old  time  friend  who 
would  probably,  as  testified  to  here,  he  employed  any  way; 
would  that  make  any  difference.' 

A.  That  is.  would  it  make  his  campaign  any  less  expensive? 
Is  that  what  you  mean  .' 

Q.  "Would  it  be  more  legitimate  to  employ  him.  even  though 
lie  were  a  candidate  for  the  assembly? 

A.  Oh,  no.  I  suppose  if  you  buy  a  man  it  is  as  had  morally  if 
he  is  a  friend  of  yours  as  it  is  if  he  is  not. 

Q.  You  don't  understand  my  question. 

A.    (Continued),  T  have  not  got  so  confused  yet  in  regard  to 
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the  moralities  thai  I  am  able  to  say  thai  i1  makes  a  bit  of  differ- 
ence; although  I  have  seen  so  many  changing  aspects  of  popu- 
lar opinion  in  individuals  in  reference  to  this  whole  question  of 
election. 

i  Sena  tin-  Husting's  former  question  read  by  t  h  «*  stenographer 
as  follows: 

"Q.  Do  you  consider  it  a  proper  expenditure  for  a  candidate 
for  the  United  States  Senate  to  pay  a  candidate  for  the  assem- 
bly money  to  secure  him  names  in  his  nomination  papers? 

A.  Generally  a  candidate  for  United  States  senator,  in  my  ob- 
servation, in  this  state,  lias  spent  all  he  could  afford  to  spend; 
and  some  of  them  more.  Whether  it  is  proper  or  not  I  do  m>1 
know.     It'  custom  makes  a  thing  proper,  I  suppose  it  is  proper. 

By  Mr.  Bray  : 

(,).  Then  1  ask  you :  If  that  man  happens  to  have  been  an  old 
personal  friend,  and  a  man  who.  as  was  testified,  would  prob- 
ably have  been  employed  anyway:  does  the  hut  that  In-  wr.s  a 
candidate  for  the  assembly  make  it   improper? 

A.  Oh,  1  don't  know.  I  haven't  looked  up  the  law  lately; 
and  that  is  a  mere  detail  anyway.  I  don't  kir.w  whether  the 
fact  that  the  supporter,  your  suppositions  candidate,  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  assembly  and  receives  a  slight  honorarium  from  his 
chief. — Hang  it.  f  don't  know  whether  that  is  a  question  you 
can — whether  that  is  a  matter'  you  can  apply  any  ethical  rule 
to. 

Q.  You  have  expressed  an  opinion  as  to  proper  conduct  of 
one  of  the  other  senatorial  candidates,  a  id  I  wanted  to  make  it 
clear. 

A.  If  you  allow  me  to  go  over  the  whole  held  of  politics,  and 
lei  me  tell  you  what  is  proper  conduct  for  a  politician,  1  would 
like  to  do  it.  I  have  lone-  since  ceased  to  have  any  very  de- 
cided opinion  on  lots  of  those  things. 

By  .Mi'.  Whitman  : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  if  a  speaking  campaign  would  not 
be  far  cheaper  than  a  campaign  that  i-;  conducted  by  a  person 
who  has  not  the  ability,  that  is.  the  speaking  ability,  to  go  upon 
the  stump?  That  is.  if  a  person  who  must  make  his  campaign 
entirely  by  "workers"  would  no1    be  obliged   1o  nxpend   mire 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   INVESTIGATION.      125 

money  than  though  he  were  in  a  position  to  go  before  the  peo- 
ple? 

A.  <  Mi.  vasl  ly  more. 

Mr  Brown:  I  think  maybe  Mr.  McGovern  gol  more  votes  for 
his  money  than  any  of  the  republican  candidates.  I  didn'1 
mean  to  1"'  personal     I  would  say  one  of  your  candidates. 

The  Chairman  :  Any  oilier  member  of  the  committee  thai  de- 
sires to  ask  any  further  questions.     !l'  aot,  Senator  Brown  may 

be   excused. 

Mr.  Brown:  II  you  should  vvanl  any  more  data  or  any  more 
information,  why  just  call  on  me.  I  may  have  to  go  away  for  a 
i-niiple  of  weeks  nexl  week,  so  I  wanl  to  lie  called  before  then. 

Mr.  Whitman:  We  may  want  to  take  up  the  ethical  side  of 
t  his  quesl  ion. 

Mr.  Brown:  Yes,  thai  mighl  he  set  for  a  separate  chapter. 
Of  course  I  have  some  views  on  that  thai  might  possibly  be 
valuable. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  would  suggest  thai  you  prepare  a  brief.  You 
a  re  a  Lawyer,  are  you  not  .' 

Mr.  Brown:    Yes.  I  think  1  am  sometimes. 


Samuel  A.  C<  ok,  being  first  duly  =wi  rn,  les  ified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Senatoi   Morris. 

Q.  Were  you  a  candidate  for  ike  office  of  United  Stales  senator 
in  il  e  recent  primary,  .Mr.  G  ok? 

A.   i  was. 

Q.   Was  anyone  placed  in  charge  of  your  campaign? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   Will  you  stale  who  it  was.  Mr.  Coi  k? 

A.   Mr.  W.  (".  Cowling  of  (  >sl  kesh. 

Q.  When  did  your  campaign  o  mmence  properly? 

A.  Well,  it  might  be  termed  that  it  c<  mmenced  in  January,  hut 
I  made  my  announcement  on  the  L9th  day  of  February.  On  the 
19th  of  February  1  announced  my  candidacy. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     1908? 

A.  1908. 
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Q.  At  what  time  was  Mr.  Cowling  put  in  charge? 

A.  In  a  preliminary  way  in  January,  but  <>n  a  more  certain 
agreement  on  the  17th  of  February,  1908. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  he  take  charge  of  the  handling  of  the 
money  ? 

A.   In  January. 

Q.    What  time  in  January? 

A.  Well,  quite  early,  J  think  perhaps  somewhere  as  early  a-^  the 
5th  of  January. 

Q.    I'p  to  that  time  had  any  money  been  used? 

A.   No,  not  any  money  from  me — not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q-  That  is  what  I  mean,  so  far  as  you  know.  Now,  were  all 
moneys  used  in  the  campaign  handled  by  Mr.  Cowling  after  the  5th 
of  January? 

A.    No,  I  have  an  item  there  of  my  own. 

O.  What  was  the  first  money  paid  by  you  to  Mr.  Cowling? 

A.  Pardon  me  a  moment.  T  have  an  itemized  statement  of 
those  checks,  the  date  of  the  checks.  I  have  the  vouchers  here. 
•Q.  Will  you  read  them.  Mr.  Cook? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  (jiving  the  date  and  the  amount  and  to  whom  drawn,  s  >  that 
we  will  have  a  complete  record. 

A.  May  I  ask  if  you  have  a  copy  of  my  letter  to  the  secretary 
of  state  which  I  filed — you  have  a  copy  of  that  letter  also? 

O.   Yes. 

A.  T  might  saw  gentlemen,  that  T  only  received  your  notice 
upon  my  return  home  Sunday  morning  and  leaving  on  Monday  I 
perhaps  haven't  got  this  in  really  just  the  form  that  you  wfsli  it. 
but  T  think  that  it  will  explain  itself  to  you  all. 

Q.   Now,  if  you  will  read  the  items. 

A.  On  January  3rd,  two  checks  of  $500  each,  vouchers  in- 
closed here  (indicating),  and  on  February  29th,  two  checks  of 
«$5oo  each,  total  $1000.  vouchers  inclosed.  Perhaps  it  would  bs 
well  for  me  to  state  that  in  my  statement  to  the  secretary  ol  state 
I  commenced  in  February,  for  the  reason  that  the  checks  handed 
to  Mr.  Cowling  in  January,  it  wasn't  expected  that  he  would  use 
them  until  February,  and  T  am  out  (if  the  state  a  portion  of  the 
time  on  my  own  business,  and  he  was  to  report  them  when  used, 
and  I  found  when  I  come  to  get  his  statement  they  were  not  used, 
also  by  the  vouchers,  they  were  not  used  until  February,  so  in 
making  my  statement  to  the  secretary  of  state  I  included  them. 
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In  this,  (indicating)  I  make  it  from  the  month  of  January  I  have 
an  itemized  acc<  unl  here  thai  I  will  file  with  you,  so  thai  will  ex- 
plain, a^  I  stated.  There  is  nothing  in  .March  :  on  April  21s1  two 
checks  of  $500  each,  SI  hi  in. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Were  all  of  those  checks  issued  to  Mr. 
( !owling? 

A.  All  to  Mr.  Cowling.  I  will  make  the  statemenl  as  I  stated 
in  my  report  to  the  secretary  of  state.  May  the  8th,  two  checks 
$500  each,  $1000.     June  13th  twi   checks,  $5  $]  !nrc 

3rd,  *:>^)  each,  $10.00.     July    1  !th.  three  checks  of  $500  each, 
:.     July  25th,  three  checks  $500  car!)  $1500      August   3rd. 
check  $1001.     August  3rd,  one  check  $500.     Th<    1  1  why 

1  have  separated  them,  they  were  on  different  banks.  August  6th, 
$1000.  August  10th,  $1000.  Again,  August  coth,  $500 — on 
two  differe.nl  banks.  Augusl  15th,  $1000.  August  lith.  three 
checks.  $1000  each.  August  24th,  five  checks,  $1000  each. 
August  87th,  one  check,  $500.  August  27th,  one  check,  $1000. 
August  29th,  one  check,  $2500.  August  29th  again,  one  check, 
$1500,  it  was  on  another  hank.  August  30th,  two  checks.  $500 
each.  $1000.  The  total  of  that  was  $28,500.  Now,  may  1  add 
this,  it  will  be  seen  by  the  above  that  it  differs  fr<  111  my  statement 
to  the  secretary  of  state  of  September  29th  in  that  1  did  not  in 
that  statement  report  checks  from  January.  The  reasi  n  was  that 
Mr.  Cowling  did  nol  commence  using  them  until  February  and  so 
reported  to  me.  Then  the  last  of  February  he  called  for  more. 
but  did  not  call  for  any  in  March.  In  making  up  this  amount  I 
have  made  the  checks  from  the  date  of  their  issue.  I -made  them 
in  separate  amounts,  so  that  they  could  be  used  in  part  when- 
needed  and  not  cashed  until  needed. 

(J.   Xow.  all  of  this  money  was  turned  over  to  Mr.  Cowling? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  every  dollar,  yes.  And  I  have  the  vouchers  here 
with  his  indorsements. 

Q.  Now,  what  was  your  contract  or  agreement  or  understand- 
ing with  Mr.  Cowling? 

A.  My  agreement  with  him  was  as  a  lawyer  and  an  honest  man 
that  he  should  guard  our — not  only  myself  but  himself  in  this 
campaign,  against  the  expenditure  of  a  dollar  in  money  hut  what 
would  be  considered  by  him  as  a  lawyer  and  an  honest  man  as 
legitimate  under  the  law.     That  is  what  T  engaged  him  for. 

Q.  Well,  that  is  nil  rigbl  of  course,  that  wasn't  what  I  was 
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getting  at.     Whal  I  wanted  to  know  is  this,  yon    turned    over 
$28,500  to  Mr.  Cowling? 
A.   Yes. 

Q.   Whal  for — for  ,\1  at  purpose? 

A.  To  1  andle  this  campaign,  t<>  further  my  candidacy  for  the 
<  rrice  of  the  United  States  senate. 

(  ).  What  was  the  conversation  with  him?  First  I  will  ask  you 
this  question,  did  you  have  any  agreement  in  writing  with  him? 

A.   Yes,  I  did. 

(J.   I  tave  you  that  agreement  ? 

A.  Yes.  (  Producing  paper)  It  is  n<  t  a  lawyer's  writing.  It 
is  my  <  iw  n,  gentlemen. 

<c>.  Whal  is  the  d;i1c  of  that  agreeinenl  .' 

A.  The  dale  of  this  is  February  17th.     May  1  read  il  .' 

(L).    Yes.      Read  it  so  that  the  reporter  may  take  il. 

A.  It  is  a  letter,  it  can  hardly  he  called  an  agreement,  hut 
that  is  all  that  took  place : 

"Samuel  A.  Cook. 

Neenah,  Wisconsin. 

February  17.  1908. 
Hon.  W.  ( !.  ( lowling, 
Oshkosh,  AVis. 
Dear  Mr.  Cowling : 

Referring  to  our  conversation  regarding  the  senatorial  mat- 
ter now  under  consideration,  as  to  your  service  and  compensa- 
tion. I  will  try  to  state  it  as  I  understand  it,  if  1  shall  become 
a  candidate  for  the  office  of  Tinted  States  senator. 

First.  1  understand  your  heart  is  and  will  he  in  the  work, 
that  you  will  assist  me  with  your  besl  talent  and  most  earnest 
energy  in  all  that  is  just  and  fair,  that  success  may  attend  our 

effort. 

That  you  will  guard  with  sacred  care  the  reputation  and 
good  name  of  both,  as  neither  you  or  myself  can  afford  to  he 
other  than  just  to  the  people  and  just  between  ourselves,  for 
whal  will  effect  one  will  more  or  less  effect  the  other. 

That  you  will  guard  with  most  rigid  care  the  expenditure  of 
money,  and  neither  countenance  or  allow  any  money  to  he  paid 
out  for  other  than  what  can  be  construed  under  the  law  as  legit- 
imate expense. 
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Thai  a  strict  accounl  will  be  kepi  by  you  of  all  money  you 
have  or  may  receive,  and  disburse  for  my  candidacy. 

Understanding  thai  the  work  will  take  you  from  your  per- 
sonal business  to  a  large  extent,  and  f<  r  three  montl  s  prior  to 
'lie  primaries  in  September  it  may  require  nearly  all  your  time, 
and  if  successful  a1  the  primaries  then  much  ol  and  sometimes 
all  your  time  for  a  while  before  and  al  and  during  the  meeting 
of  the  legislature,  until  the  matter  is  settled  by  them.  For  such 
service  rendered,  you  are  t  i  receive  ($210.00)  per  month  for 
each  month,  hut  not  to  exceed  twelve  <  1  li  months  from  Janu- 
uary  20th,  1908. 

Should  we  he  unsuccessful  at  the  primaries  in  September  for 
the  nomination,  then  ti:i>  agreemenl  is  to  terminate  at  that 
t  ime. 

ii  I  shall  receive  the  largesl  number  el'  the  legal  votes  easl 
for  United  States  senator  at  the  primaries  in  September,  then 
this  agreemenl  continues  en  ;is  above  until  settled  by  the  legis- 
lature, unless  mutually  called  off  by  you  ami  me  before  such 
date. 

Understand ing  that  in  fixing-  the  compensation  for  your  serv- 
ices, you  have  volunteered  and  agreed  to  take  some  chances 
with  me  in  what  is  always  more  or  less  of  an  uncertainty  as  to 
the  outcome  of  a  political  campaign.  The  above  mentioned 
$210  per  month  is  to  be  your  compensation  in  full. 

It  is  further  understood  and  agreed  to  in  this,  that  we  have 
entered  into  tins  contemplated  race  for  the  office  of  U.  S.  S. 
with  the  utmost  confidence  in  each  other,  believing  that 
there  is  something  that  is  higher  and  more  lasting  than  the 
money  compensation  and  desiring  to  ever  continue  that  confi- 
dence and  good  will,  if  either  of  us  shall  feel  during  the  life  of 
this  agreement  that  we  have  sufficient  reason  for  wanting  this 
agreement  to  terminate,  each  will  respect  the  other's  Avish.  and 
this  agreement  shall  cease  to  he  in  force  or  effect  and  so  consid- 
ered by  us  both.  It  is  my  earnest  hope  that  there  may  he  no 
occasion  but  that  success  will  attend  our  every  legitimate  effort 
and  that  the  bond  of  confidence  and  friendship  grow  stronger. 

I  enclose  my  cheek  for  $210.00  for  your  salary  from  January 
20th  to  February  20th,  1908,  believing  that  about  the  proper 
time  to  date  this  agreement. 
9 
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If  this  meets  your  approval,  please  make  it  known  to  me  by 
signing  and  returning  this  to  me;  while  yon  keep  the  copy- 
Signed  in  duplicate.  S.  A.  Cook. 

I  accept  the  above  proposition. 

\V.  C.  Cowling. 

I  may  say  that  he  never  saw  a  word  of  this,  1  drew  this  up  in 
my  own  home  and  he  signed  it  and  returned  it.  I  have  confi- 
dence in  him  to  know  that  everything  that  lias  been  done,  every- 
thing lias  been  turned  over  to  him  and  done  by  him,  and  I  have 
the  confidence  yet  that  he  will  fully  explain  the  disbursements 
of  this  money:  if  not,  I  am  as  anxious  to  know  it  as  yon  are. 
It  is  crude,  rather  peculiar,  but  it  was  just  a  letter,  he  was  a 
young  man.  and  his  reputation  would  be  at  stake  if  mine  was 
at  stake. 

q.  What  was  the  date  of  that  letter? 

A.  February  17th. 

Q.  Would  you  have  any  objection  to  filing  that  letter  as  an 
exhibit  ? 

A.  No.  not  necessarily,  only  I  kind  of  hated  the  publication 
of  it,  or  anything  of  the  kind,  it  is  crude. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:    That  is  a  copy  of  it" 

A.  Yes,  that  is  a  copy. 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :  We  would  like  to  incorporate  it  in  the  min- 
utes. 

I  Marked  Exhibit  34.  E.  H    Smith.  Official  Reporter.) 

Mr.  Ingalls:    I  don't  think  that  is  crude. 

A.  Nobody  drew  that  but  myself;  I  have  just  been  in  busi- 
ness life,  and  1  wouldn't  have  produced  that  here  or  thought  of 
it.  but  it  was  more  to  show  to  you  the  confidence  that  I  had  in 
him. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :    I  would  like  to  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  T  would  like  to  introduce  it  as  an  exhibit 
then. 

Q.  Was  that  agreement  as  represented  by  that  letter  and 
Mr.  Cowling's  acceptance  in  any  way  modified  afterwards? 

A.  No,  I  don't  know  that  it  was. 

Q.  That  was  the  agreement  that  you  had  throughout  the 
primary,  was  it  ? 
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A.    Yes.  sir. 

(^.  Now.  luid  Mr.  Cowling  ever  made  any  reporl  to  you? 

A.  Not  n  final  report,  1  »nt  ii  \v;is  more  it  will  save  yon  a  Ut- 
ile time,  perhaps,  thai  will  come  ou1  a  trifle  later,  when  you  will 
"want  to  know  if  there  is  any  more  about  it  perhaps. 

(.,).  What  J  want  to  know  is  whether  he  has  made  a  report  to 
you .' 

A.  Why.  along  at  tirst  he  reported  from  time  to  lime,  and  I 
mighl  say  this,  in  conducting  my  campaign,  I  made  no  cam- 
paign much  myself,  1  didn't  visit  any  counties  hut  two  outside 
of  our  home  county,  in  a  political  way.  during  the  campaign.  L 
went  to  Stevens  Point,  came  righl  down  through  one  afternoon 
to  Portage,  and  one  afternoon  in  .Manitowoc. 

Q.  Well.  .Mi-.  Cowling  has  made  no  final  reporl  to  you,  as  I 
understand  .' 

A.  No.  He  will  give  you  his  reasons  why  he  has  qoI  made 
and  why  he  has  not  Hied  it. 

(.^J.  Yes.  I  understand.  I  want  to  get  at  the  facts.  He  has 
made  no  final  report .' 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.   He  has  made  reports  from  time  to  time.' 

A.      Yes. 

U.  In  writing .' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  those  reports? 

A.  No.  !  didn't  know  that  it  would  be  called  for.  and  as  far 
as  that  goes,  they  will  not  differ  from  his  hooks.  T  am  sure  of 
that. 

Q.  Where  are  they? 

A.  They  are  at  home. 

O.  If  the  committee  should  want  to  see  them,  you  have  no 
'  objection  ? 

A.  No  sir,  most  assuredly. 

.Mr.  Hambrecht :     Have  you  that  copy  here? 

A.    No  sir.  I  haven't.    Tt  is  in  my  papers. 

Mr.  Hamhrecht :  Well,  you  have  it  at  home,  you  have  it  in 
vour  possession. 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  f  presume  you  wo.ilcl  be  willing  to  produce  that  too  <  refer- 
ring to  the  original  of  Exhibit  34)  ? 
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A.  Yes.     That  is  in  pen  writing. 

Q.  Now,  did  you  yourself  pay  out  any  money  during-  the 
primary  campaign  ? 

A.  Yes  sir,  1  did. 

O.  Did  you  keep  an  account  of  that? 

A.  Yes  sir,  1  did.  1  may  modify  that  a  little.  1  kept  as  elose 
account,  as  1  think, — 1  think  perhaps  as  close  or  a  little  closer  than 
the  average  man  would  keep. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  begin  at  the  beginning  and  jusl  give  us  that 
amount,  please. 

A.  For  railroad  fare  1  have  $46.00.  1  didn't  of  course  expect 
to  keep  an  itemized  account  of  this.  I  don't  think  1  spent  more 
than  half  or  two-thirds  of  that.  I  am  sure  it  will  cover  it — for 
campaign  purposes,  you  understand. 

Q.  Well,  just  give  us  what  you  have? 

A.  I  have  got  it  $46  down  here  for  railroad  fare.  Hotels  and 
meals,  $55.00.  I  might  ^ay  to  you,  for  my  own  personal  expense  I 
don't  think  I  paid  two-thirds  of  that,  but  I  want  that  item  large 
enough  so  that  it  will  avoid  any  question.  For  postage.  $124. 
Extra  stenographic  work,  $46.70.  1  had  a  stenographer  in  my  office 
employed  all  the  time  for  my  regular  work  and  it  was  no  extra 
work  the  little  we  done  at  the  office,  excepting  this,  and  I  have  the 
vouchers  for  everv  nickel  that  I  paid  out  for  stenographer  work. 
For  stationery  and  printing,  $32.00.  All  the  printing  and  sta- 
tionery that  I  had  mostly  came  from  (Jshkosh,  Mr.  Cowling  sent 
it  down  to  me,  but  this  was  a  little  I  had  done  myself.  C.  L. 
Weber,  Neenah,  making  banners,  vouchers  $40.00.  Telephone 
bills  at  the  Neenah  office,  $29.50..  J.  \Y.  Brown,  of  Neenah,  to 
pay  men  to  work  at  and  before  the  primaries  in  the  city  of  Neenah 
and  adjoining  towns,  vouchers  enclosed  for  this.  $75  ;  but  I  find  in 
looking  them  over,  there  is  one,  the  $25  voucher,  is  not  here,  but 
1  will  find  it  when  I  get  home  or  get  a  duplicate  of  it  and  send 
it  down.  I  came  away  in  a  hurry  and  thought  it  was  here.  Dr. 
T.  C.  Capron,  of  Menasha,  for  men  to  work  at  the  polls  at  Men- 
asha,  vouchers  enclosed,  $25.  John  F.  Costgroff,  Lady  smith, 
vouchers  enclosed,  $25.  W.  J.  Bohen,  Ashland,  vouchers  en- 
closed, $32.00.  C.  W.  Phillips,  Cameron,  vouchers  enclosed.  $25. 
There  were  those  <hree.  I  don't  know  that  1  have  ever  met  the 
men  or  ever  seen  them.  Mr.  M.  H.  Glue,  of  Ladysmith  and  Men- 
asha, recommended  them  to  me,  and  it  was  just  a  short  time  before 
the  primary,  and  said  that  they  were  honorable  men.  high-minded 
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men,  and  they  were  friends  of  mine  he  said,  and  they  ran  do  some 
advertising  and  work  up  in  those  counties,  and  on  the  strength  of 
thai  1  sent  the  money.  I  have  had  no  reporl  of  the  money  or  any 
report  form  them.  I  rent  that  on  the  recommendation  of  Mr. 
M.  II.  Glue,  he  said  he  would  be  responsible  for  it.  For  work 
in  <  Kitagamie  coun'y,  putting  up  posters  and  for  men  to  work  in 
the  city  and  c  mnty  on  primary  day,  by  J.  M.  Cook  oi  Appleton, 
vouchers  enclosed,  $150.  To  various  newspapers  in  the  state  for 
publishing  acceptance  of  call  to  be  a  ran  lidate,  and  for  printed 
matter.  $265.  Thai  was  my  announcement.  A  few  of  them  sent 
me  a  lit  le  hill,  and  a  large  percentage  of  them  didn't  charge  any- 
thing for  it.  G.  (  >.  Sharrett,  at  Winter,  expenses  in  that  county, 
Sjo.      I   don't  know  what  that  county  is. 

The  Chairman:     That  i>  where  John  Dietz  lives. 

Mr.  Bray  :     Cameron  dam. 

A.  I  can'i  'ell  you  what  he  done,  hut  he  was  reported  a-  an 
honest  man.  I  think  he  will  hear  looking  up.  A.  I ,.  Barber,  Big 
Suamico.  1  never  met  Mr.  Barber,  1  don't  know  what  he  done. 
hut  some  man  come  along  right  jus1  before  the  primary  and  said 
that  this  man  can  do  a  whole  lot  of  good  work,  and  we  sometimes 
take  men's  word  for  what  they  say.  S.  L.  Drake.  Stanley,  E  »r 
work.  $10.  That  you  might  say  is  a  nephew  of  mine,  and  I  shou'd 
feel  safe  in  saying  that  he  didn't  do  a  great  deal  of  harm  with  the 
$10;  he  didn't  do  any  good.  F.  E.  Livermore,  Weyauwega,  put- 
ting up  posters  and  for  work  on  primary  day.  vouchers  end  sed. 
I  might  say  for  Mr.  Livermore  that  he  was  a  resident  of  Xeenah 
and  moved  to  Weyauwega  some  few  months  before  the  primary, 
and  I  looked  upon  him  as  an  honorahle  man.  He  didn't  render  me 
any  statement,  only  that  he  had  handled  all  the  postage  sent  up 
there  and  took  care  of  it. 

Senator  Husting:  How  much  is  that? 

A.  $25.  Yes,  the  vouchers  enclosed  here  for  that  too.  T.  W. 
Sweeting,  of  Manitowoc,  for  work  in  that  county  and  city, 
vouchers  enclosed,  $20;  two  vouchers,  $10.00  each.  A.  L.  Berg, 
of  Sfanlev,  for  printing,  postage,  etc.,  $10.  He  rendered  a  state- 
ment, had  the  receipted  hills  for  the  printing  and  the  postage  and 
nothing  for  his  own  time,  lie  charged  nothing  for  his  own  time. 
Louis  Sorenson,  Larson,  "Winnehago  count)',  vouchers  enclosed, 
$38.  Also,  I  want  to  he  fair  enough  with  him,  he  receipted  his  hill 
and  swore  to  it,  it  goes  in  with  some  of  these  things  to  make  the 
amount  different   from  the  amount  reported  to  the  secretary  of 
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state,  he  claimed  to  be  a  good,  honorable  man.  as  some  of  the 

others  did,  he  came  in,  I  didn't  know  that  he  was  to  work  for  me, 
1  never  authorized  it,  1  conldn  t  find  anybody  else  that  had.  but 
with  his  reputation  1  couldn't  do  anything  else  but  pay  it,  I  paid 
it  under  prot est ;  he  made  a  sworn  statement  that  was  correct. 
Now  then  the  principal  item  that  changes  is,  paid  in  the  city  of 
Milwaukee  to  Carl  B.  Rix,  it  is  either  $025  or  $075.  I  expected 
that  in  the  first  place  to  come  in  to  Mr.  Cowling,  but  he  is  a  young 
lawyer  in  .Milwaukee,  he  was  ready  'o  come  out  and  testify  and 
show  n])  what  he  has  done  with  that,  I  understand,  at  any  time, 
so  he  told  me.  I  haven't  got  his  bill.  I  have  got  incidental-  in 
here,  $65;  I  don't  know  what  it  is  for  myself. 

Q.  I  understand  this  sta'ement  is  in  addition  to  the  amount 
turned  over  to  Mr.  Cowling? 

A.  No,  the  difference  between  that  and  the  amount  filed  with 
the  secretary  of  state  is  the  amount  we  paid  oiu  since. 

Mr.  Bray:     Is  that  a  supplemental  statement  of  expenses? 

A.   Yes.  it  is  itemized  with  the  additonal  on  here. 

Mr.  Bray:  In  additon  to  what  is  included  in  this  statement 
(indicating ). 

A.  The  difference  between  my  total  there,  understand,  and  die 
total  there  (indicating),  is  extra,  is  what  I  have  paid  out  since 
I  filed  that  with  'he  secretary  of  state.  It  would  amount  to  some- 
where in  the  neighborhood  of  $800. 

Q-  That  is,  it  amounts  to  some  $800  more  than  the  account  filed 
with  the  secretary  of  state? 

\.    It  is  just  'he  difference  there  exactly. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Cook,  these  two  accounts  include  all  the  money 
paid  out  for  you  in  the  senatorial  campaign? 

A.  All  paid  out  by  me,  that  is,  that  1  individually  disbursed. 
You  don't  mean  to  include  now  what  I  paid  to  Mr.  Cowling? 

().   I  mean  now  what  you  said  «o  Mr.  Cowling  and  this? 

A.   Xo  sir. 

O-  What  other  moneys  did  you  pay  out  ? 

A.  I  will  have  it  right  here  to  explain  to  you:  before  starting 
in,  I  want  to  say.  it  may  come  out  later  on.  that  it  was  contes'ed 
claims.  When  I  made  my  statement  to  the  secretary  of  state, 
when  I  made  tha+  up.  in  fact  I  had  it  made  up  three  days  after 
the  primary.  I  had  it  made  up,  1  didn't  tile  it.  waiting  for  con- 
tested claims  and  they  were  not  adjusted,  Mr.  Cowling  makes  a 
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statement  in  that  to  the  secre'ar)   of  state  thai   that  included  it 
all — there  was  some  claim— you  have  a  statement  there,  have  you.' 
Mr.  Bray:   (  Reading)   "A  few  accounts,  either  unauthorized  or 
not  properly  itemized,  remain  to  be  adjusted." 

O.  What  was  paid  out  on  those  accounts  since,  if  anything,  and 
to  whi  im  ? 

A.  It  may  surprise'  rome  of  you,  it  is  here,  plain,  cold  facts- 
Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  would  just  make  the  suggestion,  if  those 
items  v<  u  are  reading  from  are  introduced  as  exhibits,  we  can 
"keep  track  of  them.  Those  statements  you  have  already  referred 
to  should  le  stamped  as  exhibits.  IT  there  is  no  objection,  \  will 
move  that  that  be  done  without  any  further  formality. 
The  Chairman:     That  may  he  done,  unless  then-  is  objec'ion. 

(The  package  of  vouchers  previously  identified  by  the  witness 
were  thereupon  marked  Exhibit  35  and  received  in  evidence.) 

The  itemized  statement  of  checks  of  W.  C.  Cowling,  identified 
by  the  witness,  was  received  in  evidence  and  is  as  follows: 

EXHIBIT  36 
"Samuel  A  Cook, 

Xeenah,  Wisconsin. 

Eeb.  13.  1909. 
Itemized  Statement  of  Checks  to  \V.  C.  Cowling,  as  per 
My  Statement  to  Secretary  of  State  September 
29TH,  1908. 
As  follow s : 
January  'Ar<\.   1908,  two  cheeks  $500  each,  vouchers 

enclosed $1,000  00 

February  29th,  1908,  two  checks  $500  each,  vouchers 

enclosed 1.000  00 

April  21st.   1908,  two  checks    $500    each,    vouchers 

enclosed 1,000  00 

May    8th,    1908,   two    cheeks    $500    each,  vouchers 

enclosed '. 1.000  00 

June    13th,   1008.  two    checks  $500  each,   vouchers 

enclosed 1 .000  00 

June   23rd,   1908.   two   cheeks   $500   each,   vouchers 

enclosed 1.000  00 

July  14th.   1908.  three  checks  $500  each,   vouchers 

enclosed 1.500  00 
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-July  25th,    1908,  three  checks  $500  each,   vouchers 

enclosed 1,500  00 

Augusl  3rd,  1908,  one  check,  vouchers  enclosed 1,000  00 

August  3rd,   1908,  one  check,  vouchers  enclosed    ..  500  <><) 

August   6th,   1908,  on<    check,  vouchers  enclosed    ..  1,000  00 

August  10th,  1908,  one  check,  vouchers  enclosed   ..  1,000  00 

AugUSl    10th,    1908,    one    check,    vouchers   enclosed    ..  500    00 

August  15th,  1908,  one  check,  vouchers  enclosed   ..  1,000  00 
Augusl  17th.  1908,  three  checks  $1,000  each,  vouchers 

enclosed :;.  000  HI! 

August  24th,  1908,  five  checks  $1,000  each,  vouchers 

enclosed 5.000   00 

August  27th.  1908,  one  check,  vouchers  enclossd   .  .  500  00 

August  27th,  li)0S,  one  check,  vouchers  enclosed    ..  1,000  00 

August  29th,  1908,  one  check,  vouchers  enclosed   ..  2,500  00 

August  29th,  1908,  one  check,  vouchers  enclosed   ..  1.500  00 
August  30th,  1908,  two  checks  $500  each,  vouchers 

enclosed 1,000  00 


Total    $28,500  00 

It  will  be  seen  by  the  above  that  it  diffi  is  I'mni  my  statement 
to  the  Secretary  of  State.  September  29th.  1  did  not  in  that 
statement  report  checks  from  January,  the  reason  was  that  Mr. 
Cowling  did  not  commence  using  them  until  February,  and  so 
reported  to  me;  then  the  last  of  February  he  called  for  mere. 
but  did  not  call  for  any  in  March. 

In  making  up  this  itemized  statement  of  this  amount.  I  have 
made  the  checks  from  the  date  of  their  issue.  I  made  them  in 
separate  amounts,  so  they  could  bo  used  in  parts  when  needed 
and  not  cashed  until  needed. 

T  trust  this  explanation  is  satisfactory  to  you. 
Very  truly  yours, 

S.  A.  COOK.*' 

The  receipt  of  Louis  Sorenson  for  $38,  identified  by  the  wit- 
ness, was  received  in  evidence  and  is  as  follows: 

"Received  of  S.  A.  Cook  thirty-eight  dollars  ($38.00)  for 
actual  work  performed  and  money  paid  for  S.  A.  Cook  in  the 
senatorial  primary  campaign.     In  time  and  manner  as  follows: 
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One  week's  work  self  and  horse  posting  bills  $25  00 

Cash  to  T.  -I.  Cross  working  at  polls  a1   Winchester  ..         3  00 
Cigars    1<>  00 


Total   $38  Hi) 

I  hereby  certify  that   the  above  statement   is  true  and  correct. 

LOUIS  SORENSON. 
Dated   November  20th.  1908. 
State  of  Wisconsin.  County  of  Winnebago — ss. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  25th  day  of  Nov.,  A. 
D.  1908.  W.  E.  BROWN, 

Notary  Public. 
Winnebago  ( Jo.,  Wis. 
.My  commission  expires  Oct.  1.  1911." 

Statement  of  cheek  sent  to  Mr.  W.  C.  Cowling  since  making 
statement  to  the  secretary  of  state  tiled  S<  ptember  29,  1908  was 

received   in   evidence  and   is  as  follows: 

EXHIBIT  38. 

"Samuel  A.  Cook. 

Neenah,  Wisconsin.  Feb.  15.  1909. 

To  /In   Committee 
Statement  of  checks  sent  to  Mr.  W.  C.  Cowling  since  making 
my  statement  to  the  secretary  of  state  which  I  hied  Sept.  29th. 
1908. 

1  check  Sept.  17th,  $2,200;  1  check 
Sept.  17th.  .+800;  (To  be  held 
by  Mr.  Cowling  pending  tin 
outcome  of  contested  claims  by 
him $3,000  00 

check    Oct.   6 4,300    00    voucher    enclosed 

Check    Oct.   (i 1.200    0()    voucher    enclosed 

check  Oct.  12 1  Olio  oo  voucher  enclosi  d 

Check    Oct.    14 800    00    Voucher    enclosed 

cheek  Oct.  23 500  00  voucher  enclosed 

check    NOV.   10 650    00    Voucher    ellch  Si  d 

eh.  ck    Dec.    !»     400    00   voucher   enclosed 


Total    $11,850  oo 

S.  A.  COOK." 
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Statemenl  of  expenses  of  S.  A.  Cook,  as  candidate  for  United 
States  senator  ;i1  the  primary  election,  received  in  <  vidence  and 

is  tis    follows: 

EXHIBIT  39. 

"statement  of  the  expenses  of  s.  A.  COOK.  ;is  candidate 
for  United  States  senator  at  the  primary  election,  held  on  the 
first  day  of  September  A.  D.  1908.  made  pursuant  to  Section  6, 
Chapter  358  of  the  Laws  of  Wisconsin  for  1897. 

Ill  mizt  (I  StaU  nn  nl. 
Received  of  S.  A.  Cook  $28,500  00 

Maintenance  of  headquarters  at  Oshkosh  and  Mil- 
waukee, including  rent,  telephone,  telegraph, 
light,  office  supplies,  salaries,  advertising  in  Mil- 
waukee, etc 7,635  61 

Subscription  to  newspapers 60  54 

Paid  for  organization  work  in  counties   7,308  00 

Circulation  of  Nomination  papers    193  81 

Expenses  of  workers  in  the  state,  including  salaries, 
railroad  fares,  hotel  bills,  cigars,  meals,  tickets, 

workers  on  primary  clay,  etc 7,685  .12 

Lists  of  names  of  voters   213  97 

Advertising  in  newspapers,  posting  lithographs,  etc.  1.615  36 

Postage 2.597  18 

Printing 1,641  29 

Express 172  19 

Total    $29,023  07 

Of  the  above  amount,  the  sum  of  $7,592.26  was  expended 
prior  to  August  first,  while  the  balance  or  $21,340.81.  was  ex- 
pended for  work  during  August  to  meet  conditions  throughout 
the  state.  A  few  accounts  either  unauthorized  or  not  properly 
itemized,  remain  to  be  adjusted.  All  legitimate  bills  are.  how- 
ever, included  hej'ein. 
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State  of  Wisconsin,  Winnebago  Count) — is. 

Win.  (  .  Cowling,  being  first  duly  sworn,  says  thai  he  was  in 
charge  of  the  campaign  for  S.  A.  Cook,-a  candidate  for  United 
States  senator  at  the  primary  election  held  in  said  state  on  the 
first  day  of  September,  1908,  and  that  the  foregoing  is  a  full  and 
complete  statement  of  all  sums  of  money  contributed,  disbursed, 
expended  or  promised  by  him.  in  endeavoring  to  secure  his  nomi- 
nation and  election  t<>  said  office,  and  that  t<>  tne  best  of  his  knowl- 
edge and  belief,  no  other  person  has  spent  any  money  or  incurred 
any  obligation  in  his  behalf  in  that  respect. 

Win.  C  COWLING. 

Subscribed  and  -worn  to  before  me  this  30th  day  of  Septem- 
ber. A.  D.  1908. 

(Seal.)  JULIA  R.  P,ROOKS, 

Notary  Public  tor  Wis. 

My  commission  expires  March  37,  1910, 

State  of  Wisconsin.  Department  of  State — ss. 

Received  and  filed  this  1  st  day  of  Oct..  A.  D.  1908. 

A.  T.  TORGE, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Q.  ( rive  the  amount  you  have  paid  out  since  and  in  addition  to 
what  you  have  tiled  ? 

A.  Yon  have  already  got  the  vouchers.  I  have  got  to  give  you 
the  dates  just  as  they  were  handed  to  me,  I  was  out  of  the  state, 
and  I  left  money  in  his  hands,  if  these  contested  claims  did  be- 
came adjusted  he  could  pay  them. 

Q.  In  whose  hands  ? 

A.   Mr.  Cowling's.      I  made  the  checks  to  him. 

O.  Then,  as  I  understand  it.  these  bills  were  all  paid  by  Mr. 
Cowling? 

A.  All  paid  by  Mr.  Cowling,  every  one  of  them.  I  had  noth- 
ing to  do  at  all  with  either  adjusting  or  paying  them,  but  I  put 
the  money  in  his  hands  so  that  if  they  did  become  adjusted,  he 
would  have  it  to  pay  them — but  not  that  I  wanted  any  honest 
man  to  be  barred  from  a  just  claim,  hut  I  had  hoped  that  the 
law  might  declare  some  of  tbem  illegal.  On  September  17th, 
one  check  of  $2,200  and  one  of  $800,  the  largest  one  is  on  the 
First  National  bank  of  Milwaukee,  the  smaller  one  on  the  Na- 
tional Manufacturers  bank  of  Neenah.     The  vouchers  are  here. 
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By  the  ( Chairman  : 

O.  Are  these  items  that  have  been  extended  outside  of  what 
appeared  on  your  report? 

A.  To  the  secretary  of  state? 

O.  Yes. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.    In  addition  to  that  ? 

A.  In  addition  to  that. 

By  Senator  Morris  : 

A.  (Continuing)  To  he  held  hy  Air.  Cowling  pending  the  out- 
come of  contested  claims  by  him,  he  was  contesting  them,  the 
claims  seemed  to  come  in  faster,  on  ( )ctober  the  6th  he  had  claims 
which  he  must  show  for,  I  issued  to  him  a  check  of  $4300  and 
another  one  of  $1200,  on  October  the  12th,  $1000,  on  October  the 
14th,  $800;  on  October  the  23rd,  $5(10;  on  November  the  10th. 
$650;  on  December  the  9th,  $400  ;  making  a  total  of  $11,850. 

Q.  Now,  is  that  all  of  the  money  turned  over  to  Mr.  Cowling? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  to  my  knowledge  and  belief. 

O.  Have  you  since  the  filing  of  your  report  paid  out  any  other 
money  yourself  to  any  one  else? 

A.  No,  sir,  that  is  included  in  the  statement  I  filed. 

Q.  Have  you  since  the  filing  of  your  report  paid  out  any  other 
money  yourself  to  any  one  else? 

A.  No,  sir,  that  is  included  in  the  statement  I  filed. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  what  this  money,  this  $11,850 
was  used  for  by  Mr.  Cowling — has  he  made  a  report? 

A.  Yes,  he  has  made  a  report  for  most  all  of  this.  Had  he 
settled  it,  he  would  have  filed  his  supplemental  report  long  ago, 
but  he  couldn't  get  a  settlement. 

Q.  Have  you  his  statement  with  you? 

A.   No,  I  have  not. 

Q.   Is  it  at  home  ? 

\.  It  is  at  home  at  Neenah.  May  I  add  again.  I  got  this 
notice  Sunday  morning,  I  kept  my  papers  in  the  vault  in  the  bank 
at  Neenah.  I  didn't  have  any  opportunity  even  to  make  a  respect- 
able kind  of  a  statement  to  come  down  here  and  present  to  you. 
Any  papers  that  I  have  got,  gentlemen,  bearing  on  this,  if  you  will 
let  me  know  what  you  need  and  I  have  got  them,  you  will  have 
them. 

O.  Do  you  know  now  from  memory  what  any  of  these  con- 
tested claims  were? 
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A.  I  wouldn't  like  to  pass  on  them  just  from  memory;  I  would 
rather  furnish  the  itemized  statement  for  it  if  you  will  permit  me. 

O.  Will  you  do  that? 

A.  1  will,  yes,  sir.  1  might  do  somebody  an  injustice;  I  have 
no  wish  to  (1<>  that,  but  I  have  no  wish  either  to  conceal  or  to  cover 
up  anything  that  lad  been  paid  out  in  this  campaign. 

(.).   I  notice  an  item  here  of  $?5  paid  to  J.  \Y.  Brown  of  Neenah. 

\.  Yes. 

( ).  The  statement  says,  "To  pay  men  to  work  at  and  before  the 
primary  in  the  city  of  Neenah  and  adjoining  towns."  What  was 
your  understanding  with  Mr.  Brown  when  you  paid  him  that 
money  ? 

A.  Brown  is  my  neighbor,  he  is  one  of  the  hot  hearted  mortals 
on  earth,  he  is  absolutely  loyal  to  me,  he  would  have  gone  on  and 
done  all  the  work  he  has  done,  he  had  done  a  good  deal  of  work 
before  the  primary  away  hack,  soliciting,  gettings  names,  getting 
signers  to  the  call,  he  never  made  any  claim  on  me,  I  presume  he 
has  done  at  an  average  of  ordinary  wages  five  times  as  much  as 
that  at  any  reasonable  a  st,  that  he  has  nothing  for.  I  lis  daugh- 
ter I  might  sav  is  my  stenographer.  He  is  chief  of  police  at  the 
city  of  Neenah,  and  he  never  asked  me  for  a  nickel  during  the 
campaign,  not  a  cent.  I  paid  him  this,  1  handed  it  out  to  him, 
he  done  about  as  much  work,  T  don't  know  as  anybody  has  ever 
reported  that  he  done  anything  wrong:  if  he  has,  I  will  be  just 
as  glad  to  know  it  as  the  rest  of  you. 

Q.  Then,  as  I  understand  you,  you  didn't  have  any  understand- 
ing with  him  in  regard  to  compensation? 

A.   No,  I  never  made  any  arrangement  with  him  at  all. 

Q.  Did  he  give  you  a  statement  .' 

A.   Xo,  never  anything  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  you  for  any  money? 

A.  Never  asked  me  for  a  cent  in  the  world. 

Q.  Did' you  give  him  just  as  a  matter — 

A.  I  gave  it  to  him  in  cheeks,  the  $50  cheek  is  here,  but  I 
don't  find  the  $25. 

Q.  Wasn't  there  any  conversation  between  you  and  Mr. 
Brown  that  led  up  to  the  giving  of  these  checks  ? 

A.  Xo.  sir ;  nothing  of  the  kind.  May  I  make  a  little  state- 
ment here  in  regard  to  work  that  was  done  in  Neenah  and  Men- 
asha?  Some  people  may  misrepresent,  because  I  understand 
there  has  been  some  reports  how  that  petition   was   gotten. 


142      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [NVESTIGATION. 

There  was  about  98  per  cent  or  2,380  odd  voters  signed  the 
call  for  me  to  become  a  candidate,  and  there  is  aboul  2,400  vot- 
ers in  the  two  cities,  2,385  voters  signed,  I  have  that  list  of 
names  to  home  and  I  want  to  keep  it  while  I  live,  not  one  of 
them  was  ever  asked  by  me  to  sign  that,  nor  was  I  ever  taxed  a 
cent  to  get  anyone  to  sigH  it. 

Q.  Well,  as  I  understand  it.  T  only  want  to  get  at  the  facts, 
after  the  primary  yon  considered  that  Mr.  Brown  had  heen  use- 
ful and  you  voluntarily  gave  him  a  check  for  $75. 

A.   I  don't  know  whether  it  was  before  or  after. 

Q.    Well,  whenever  it  was  done.' 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  It  wasn't  given  to  him  pursuant  to  any  agreement  or  un- 
derstanding .' 

A.  I  didn't  want  him  paying  out  his  own  money,  if  he  was  to 
;any  expenses,  where  he  had  to  pay  out  money,  he  could  use  it 
for  that  purpose. 

Q.  And  you  don't  know  what  he  did  with  it? 

A.  I  do  not.  only  I  do  know  that  he  was  always  found  to 
work,  he  was  a  hard  worker. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  of  the  work  that  he  did  I 

A.  Why,  every  man  almost  campaigned. 

Q.  What  was  the  general  character  of  the  work  ? 

A.  Why.  that  he  wanted  them  to  vote  for  Cook.  It  took  his 
time,  and  he  had  men  to  work,  he  put  a  few  men  to  work  out  in 
the  country  to  urge  the  farmers  to  come  out  and  vote  for  me. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  about  what  time  that  check  was  given  to  Mr. 
Brown,  approximately  ? 

A.  No.  I  can't.     It  is  right  there. 

Q.  Now.  there  is  an  item  of  $25  here.  Mr.  Cook,  which  seems 
to  have  been  paid  to  Mi'.  Capron."    What  was  that  for? 

A.  For  to  hire  men  at  the  polls  on  primary  day  in  the  city  of 
Menaslia. 

Q.  To  hire  poll  workers  1 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  an  idea  that  he  spent  some  money  of  his 
own,  but  that's  all  I  gave  him  to  spend.  Dr.  J.  P.  Capron  of 
Menasha. 

Q.  There  is  an  Kern  of  $25  here  to  Costgroff  of  Ladysmith. 

A.  That  is  one  of  the  three  that  I  tell  you  was  recommended 
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to  me  by  Mr.  W.  II.  Blue,  it   was  Eor  work  up  a1   Ladysmith, 
that  is,  <  rates  county. 

Q.  You  don't  know  this  man  Costgroff? 

A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Wh.»  is  Mr.  Blue? 

A.  M.  II.  Blue  is  vice-president  of  the  Menasha  Paper  com- 
pany, and  also  of  the  paper  mill  at  Ladysmith.  He  is  my  neigh- 
bor. 

Q.  And  you  don't  know  what  this  man  did? 

A.  No,  I  do  not.  II<'  never  reported  to  nie.  I  called  Mr. 
Blue  by  telephone  on  Sunday  and  asked  him  if  it  became  neces- 
sary if  they  could  get  a  statement  down  here.  He  says,  "Most 
assuredly,"  and.  he  says.  "You  can  hold  me  responsible  for  it.'' 

Q.  Now.  in  regard  to  this  item  of  $32  paid  to  Mr.  Boehn  of 
Ashland. 

A.  The  same  conditions  apply.  Mr.  Blue  recommended  those 
three  men. 

Q.  And  is  that  also  true  of  Mr.  Phillips,  the  next  item? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  it  is.  Personally,  I  do  not  think  1  know  those 
men,  although  I  would  hate — it's  possible  that  I  know  them,  it 
is  possible  that  I  have  met  them,  but  I  never  met  them  in  a  po- 
litical way. 

Q.  The  item  of  $150  for  work  in  Outagamie  county.  What 
do  you  know  about  that? 

A.  I  know  quite  a  considerable.  That's  a  brother  of  mine. 
He  was  a  man  that  had  a  little  leisure  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  the  character  of  the  work? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  What  was  it  .' 

A.  A  portion  of  the  time  it  was  for  putting  up  my  posters, 
driving  through  the  country  putting  up  my  posters,  and  the 
balance  of  it  was  used  right  in  Appleton  for  primary  day  work- 
ers. 

Q.  Now.  the  item  of  ^265  paid  to  newspapers,  did  you  have 
any  prearrangement  with  the  newspapers  or  any  of  them  in  re- 
gard to  the  publication  of  your  call  .' 

A.  Xo.  when  I  sent  my  announcement  to  them  throughout  the 
state,  I  believe  I  included  in  my  letter  accompanying  it.  if  it 
met  their  approval  or  they  wished  to  publish  it,  and  to  let  me 
know  tie-  expense.     A  few  of  them  reported,  but  a  great  many 
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lit'  them  made  no  charges  at  all.  I  think  it  was  early  then  be- 
fore they  goi  onto  the  job  and  newspaper  men  published  some 
of  those  free.  , 

<v>.  What  do  you  know  aboul  the  item  of  $20  paid  to  Mr.  Shar- 
re1  .' 

A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it.     I  only  know  I  paid  it. 

Q.  You  don't  know  what  was  done? 

A.  No.  And  if  somebody  should  go  to  work  anyway  to  find 
it  out — 

Q.  You  would  be  dad  to  know  it? 

A.  I  would  be  glad  to  know  it.  yes.  luil  it  would  cost  more 
for  me  to  find  it  out  than  it  would  to  let  it  go. 

Q.  This  item  of  $10  paid  to  Mr.  Barber  of  Big  Suamico.  what 
do  you  know  about  that  .' 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it.  1  don't  wish  to  reflect 
anything  on  him.  but  I  Avas  in  hopes  that  I  never  would  know 
for  this  reason  ;  after  I  sent  it  to  him  I  learned  from  a  neighbor 
that  he  would  keep  perfectly  quiet  as  long  as  it  lasted,  have  a 
good  time,  and  yet  he  was  reported  to  me  as  a  high-minded  man 
and  I  hope  he  is,  I  hope  it  done  him  some  good. 

Q.  Did  you  ascertain  that  before  you  sent  him  the  money  or 
afterwards,  that  is,  that  he  would  keep  quiet  as  long  as  it 
lasted.' 

A.  Well,  surely  it  was  after. 

Q.  There  is  an  item  here  of  $10  paid  to  Mr.  Drake  of  Stanley. 

A.  He  is  the  nephew  that  I  referred  to,  and  he  writes  me  that 
he  used  his  team  primary  day  and  some  other  teams. 

Q.  Is  there  anything,  Mr.  Cook,  that  you  know  in  regard  to 
ony  of  these  items  further  than  you  have  stated? 

A.  No.  If  there  was  I  would  be  glad  to  make  it  known  to 
you. 

Q.  You  have  stated  all  you  know  .' 

A.   V(js.     Have  you  got  to  the  last  one.' 

0.    Why.  1  didn't  intend  to  go  through  them  all  categorically. 

A.  The  last  one  ov  next  to  the  last  one,  in  regard  to  the  Mil- 
waukee man.  I  want,  if  necessary,  if  you  need  him.  to  send  for 
Mr.  Rix.  I  presume  there  is  some  people  here  that  know  Carl. 
he  is  a  young  lawyer  in  Milwaukee.  If  it  needs  an  explanation 
about  that,  he  hasn't  furnished  me  any  statement  yet,  but  will 
at  any  time. 
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Q.  That  is  the  item  of  $625? 

A.  Yes.  Thai  is  what  makes  the  largesl  item  in  mj  personal 
expense. 

<L>.  And  you  would  like  to  have  him  subpoenaed? 

A.  .\<>t  necessarily,  unless  this  board  wants  him. 

Q.  As  I  understand  it.  yon  donM  know  anything  about  this 
item  .' 

A.  No,  I  don't  know  anything  aboul  thai  al  all,  only  to  this 
extent,  he  tells  me  it  was  used  for  letters,  posters,  and  for  men 
to  work  in  the  city  oi'  Milwaukee,  and  I  want  to  say,  gentle- 
men, thai  my  opinion  of  him  was  too  high  to  believe  that  he 
would  do  anything  wrong,  or  that  he  would  do  anything  that 
he  can  't  accounl  for. 

Q.  Did  you  deal  with  him  directly.' 

A.  Yes.  sir,  I  dealt  with  him  directly,  but  I  didn't  intend  in 
the  first  place  that  it  should  be  direct.  I  wanted  that  to  go 
into  the  other  account,  hut  owing  to  some  reasons,  personal  rea- 
sons, I  didn't. 

(v).   What  arrangement  did  you  have  with  him? 

A.  I  didn't  have  any  particular  arrangement  with  him,  only 
he  thought  he  could  do  so  much  work  in  Milwaukee  for  so 
much.  He  is  one  man,  I  think  when  you  meet  him  you  will  be- 
lieve, that  he  will  do  as  he  promises. 

Q.  As  I  understand  it.  you  had  some  talk  with  him  about 
what  he  should  do  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  after  the  primary  he  sent  in  this  bill.' 

A.  Well,  he  notified  me  from  time  to  time,  but  he,  like  all 
others,  just  overrun  a  little  his  own  estimate  of  what  he  could 
do. 

Q.  AYas  this  paid  to  him  in  a  lump  sum  .' 

A.  No,  at  different  times.  I  don't  know  whether  that  is 
$625  or  .$675,  I  have  no  way  of  telling.  I  tried  to  reach  him  by 
phone  to  get  the  exact  amount. 

Q.  When  did  you  make  the  first  payment  to  him,  do  you 
know,  how  many  payments  did  you  make? 

A.  1  think  perhaps  it  went  in  about  three  or  four. 

Q.  About  when  did  you  make  the  first  payment  to  him? 

A.   1  think  it  must  lie  about  sometime  along  in  puly. 

O.  And  about  how  much  ? 
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A.  I  think  that  was  $150  I  sent  him.  Now,  I  may  be  away  oft. 
If  there  is  anyway  that  \on  can  get  his  statement,  or  I  will  get  it 
and  file  it  here,  it  will  he  absolutely  correct.  If  he  don't  send  it, 
I   will. 

Q.  \ow.  as  I  understand  it.  other  than  you  have  stated  here, 
von  had  nothing  to  do  with  organizing,  that  is.  personally  any  of 
tlie  counties  in  this  state? 

A.    I  have  not. 

Q.  Other  than  you  have  already  stated  to  the  committee? 

A.   Xot  any. 

Senator  .Morris:     That  is  all  J  care  to  ask. 

The  Chairman  :  Any  other  gentlemen  of  the  committee?  Per- 
haps we  ought  to  take  an  intermission  of  five  or  ten  minutes. 

RECESS. 

O.  What  is  the  total  now.  Mr.  Cook,  that  you  have  actually 
disbursed,  so  far  as  you  are  concerned,  in  this  primary  campaign? 

A.  You  mean  to  include  all  that  I  paid  Mr.  Cowling,  and  those 
items  I  paid  out? 

Q-   I  mean  everything. 

A.  $11,850,  $28,500,  and  $1943.29. 

Q.   Then  what  is  your  answer  to  the  question? 

A.  $42,293.29. 

Q.  And  you  understand.  Mr.  Cook,  that  that  has  all  been  ex- 
pended ? 

A.   I  do. 

Q.   So  reported  to  you  ? 

A.   It  is  so  reported  to  me.  yes.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  there  are  still  any  unadjusted 
claims  outstanding? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  :  1  have  been  assured  that  there  are 
none. 

O.   Have  you  heard  of  any  that  are  unsettled? 

A.   I  have  not. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know,  all  claims  by  anybody  for  the  primary 
campaign  have  been  settled,  or  are  included  in  that  amount? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  that  you  filed  the  statement  with  the  sec- 
retary of  state? 

A.   The  date  of  the  filing  was  the  29th  of  September. 
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Q.  And  the  primary  election  was — 

A.  September  1st. 

Q.  Y<ni  filed  the  account  within  the  llrirty  days  after  the  elec- 
tion ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  when  you  filed  the  account  did  you  then  have  any 
knowledge,  definite  or  indefinite,  that  there  were  unpaid  cam- 
paign claims  ? 

A.   Disputed  claims,  yes,  sir. 

Q.   And  did  you  know  the  approximate  amount  of  them? 

A.  No,  I  did  not ;  only  about  $3000  or  $4000,  for  which  I  made 
checks  to  leave  with  Mr.  Cowling  for  him  to  hold,  providing  they 
were  decided  to  be  legal  claims;  but  they  had  not  been  so  decided 
to  be. 

Q.  It  subsequently  developed  they  were  all  right? 

A.  Right  enough  so  that  he  paid  them;  at  least  he  reported  to 
me  be  paid  them. 

0.  You  have  no  dissatisfaction  with  the  payment? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  now  ;  any  more  than  I  have  with  any  legitimate 
■claims. 

Q.  How  soon  after  the  filing  of  the  account  did  you  give  the 
first  checks  with  which  to  take  care  of  claims  which  might  come 
up  later?" 

A.  On  October  the  6th.  I  haven't  got  it  here  before  me,  but 
October  6th  I  think  is  the  date  of  the  checks  ;  but  there  were  more 
pending  that  were  liable  to  come  up. 

O.  What  was  the  amount  of  those  checks  you  gave  October 
6th  ? 

A.  One  check  $4300,  and  one  of  $1200,  making  $5500.  The 
$4300  check  was  on  the  First  National  of  Milwaukee,  and  the 
$1200  on  the  Manufacturers'  National  bank  of  Neenah. 

Q.  There  has  been  no  subsequent  account  filed  with  the  secre- 
tary of  state,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  yet? 

A.   Xot  by  me. 

Q.  Or  supplemental  account  ? 

A.   No.     May  I  give  the  reason  for  that? 

O.   I  think  you  explained  it. 

A.  I  didn't  get  through  with  settling  these  claims.  We  had  not 
got  them  all  until  here  along  early  in  this  month. 

O.  In  your  letter  to  Mr.  Cowling,  that  is.  preliminary  to  the 
campaign!,  I  noticed  that  nothing  was  said  in  that  letter  about  a 
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limitation  of  the  ex]  enses,  tliat  is,  s<>  far  as  the  amount  was  con- 
cerned. Why  was  it  that  you  did  not  limit,  to  some  extent,  as  far 
as  the  amount  was  concerned,  the  expenditures? 

A.  We  discussed  the  expenses  in  a  general  way,  and  I  think 
Mr.  Cowling"  asked  me:  "How  much  do  you  expect  to  put  into 
that  campaign?"  And  of  course  it  was  very  indefinite,  but  I  will 
be  frank  to  tell  you,  and  say,  that  1  did  not  expect  to  put  in,  at  the 
outside,  not  over  $15,000;  and  we  went  into  this  campaign  early, 
gentlemen,  and  up  until  the  first  of  August,  one  month  before  the 
primary,  the  way  Mr.  Cowling  had  handled  the  money,  I  felt  that 
I  was  safe  at  that;  and  I  made  no  arrangement  for  any  greater 
expenditures  of  money  than  that  amount. 

Q.  Was  it  your  idea  to  spend  as  much,  legitimately,  as  was 
necessary  to  carry  the  campaign? 

A.  Why,  yes,  so  far  as  I  was  able  to  do ;  but  it  never  occurred  to 
me  that  it  was  going  to  require  that  much.  I  had  not  given  it  the 
thought  that  perhaps  I  should  have  done. 

O.  But  there  was  never  any  real  limitation  as  to  the  exact 
amount  ? 

A.  Oh,  no,  sir,  there  was  nothing  of  that  kind.  I  covered  that 
in  my  letter,  partly,  to  him,  of  acceptance.  With  the  confidence  I 
had  in  the  man  I  employed  him  as  a  lawyer,  an  honest  man.  to 
guide  me  in  that  way.     If  not,  I  did  not  need  him. 

O.  Do  you  understand  you  had  an  organization  in  every 
county  ? 

A.  I  don't  understand  that  I  had. 

Q.    But  in  some  counties  yon  did? 

A.  Yes,  we  did. 

O.  What  counties  did  you  have  an  organization  in? 

A.  T  don't  know  that  I  can  specify  very  many,  outside  of  Mil- 
waukee county,  to  have  a  real  what  you  would  term  "organi- 
zation." 

Q.  And  by  "organization"  what  do  you  understand  that  to 
mean  ? 

A.  Well,  it  means  a  good  deal.  It  means  a  good  deal  more 
under  a  primary  than  it  does  under  the  old  way  that  we  had. 

Q.  In  your  own  way,  jast  indicate? 

A.  Well,  for  this  reason  :  That  there  are  so  many  candidates. 
You  are  speaking  now  from  the  republican  standpoint,  but 
it  will  apply  the  same  to  democrats.  If  there  are  two  or  three 
or  four  candidates  we  cannot  expect  to  use  the  county  com- 
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mittee,  aor  use  any  organization  particularly.  You  have  got 
to  form  your  own  organization  by  personal  friends,  conse- 
quently it  makes  it  a  very  expensive  affair.  Every  candidate 
has  got  to  have  an  organization,  pretty  near,  under  the  pri- 
mary, as  we  view  it.  where  there  is  more  than  one  candidate. 
Do  I  make  my  position  plain  .' 

Q.  That  is.  each  man.  if  it  is  a  state  campaign,  lias  to  have  an 
organization  of  his  own  .' 

A.  Practically,  if  he  expects  to  accomplish  very  much  in  the 
•county,  aside  from  just  the  friends  that  are  friendly  enough  to 
get  out  and  vote  of  their  own  account. 

Q.  You  tried  to  have  one  in  Milwaukee  county  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  this  young  lawyer  had  charge  of  that,  did  he? 

A.  Well,  we  had  an  organization.  Mr.  Cowling  had  an  or- 
ganization. Mr.  Rix  did  not  organize  Milwaukee  county  for 
me.  Mr.  Cowling,  through  Mr.  Koehler.  I  believe,  in  Milwau- 
kee. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  place  any  limit  on  legitimate  expenses  for 
state  organization  where  you  organize  the  entire  state,  as  an 
individual,  from  your  experience  in  politics? 

A.  My  experience,  you  know,  is  quite  crude  under  the  pri- 
mary, but  it  has  cost  enough  so  that  I  think  I  will  remember  it 
now  for  some  time  to  come.  That  don't  answer  your  question. 
My  experience,  so  far  as  it  goes,  would  prove  to  me  that  what 
might  be  termed  a  legitimate  expense  can  vary  most  wonder- 
fully. 

Q.  What  do  you  want  us  to  understand  would  be  the  elements 
of  that  expense  that  you  think  might  vary  wonderfully,  legit- 
imately? 

A.  It  depends  some  on  how  many  candidates  there  are  seek- 
ing the  nomination  for  the  same  office;  and  how  many  loyal 
friends  a  man  has  got  through  the  state  that  want  to  see  him 
■elected;  and  how  much  money  they  think  the  man  has  got  that 
they  can  hold  him  up  for, — the  present  company  always  ex- 
cepted— and  to  many  various  conditions  to  come  out. 

Q.  Every  candidate  has  got  to  get  out  their  own  vote? 

A.  And  perhaps  the  other  fellow  has  got  a  little  more  to  get 
them  out  with.     The  competition  is  stronger. 


L50      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  [NVESTIGATION. 

Q.  Included  in  that  is  it  presupposed  that  you  have  workers 
at  the  polls,  in  an  organization  .' 

A.  Oh,  yes;  very  important. 

Q.  And  what  are  they  there  for  ? 

A.  Well,  to  cheek  off,  and  see  that  the  voters  are  out  that 
have  promised  to  come  out  to  vote;  and  if  not,  to  go  after  them 
and  see  that  they  do  come.  That  is  my  plain  idea  of  what  they 
are  there  for. 

Q.   And  how  many  precincts  are  there  in  this  state  .' 

A.  You  must  inter  that  I  have  been  keeping  pretty  close  track, 
I  don't  know,  but  I  estimate  somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of 
twenty-six  hundred.  I  may  be  off.  If  there  is  anybody  here  that 
knows  I  would  like  them  to  correct  me.  It  is  a  pretty  big  ques- 
tion.    They  are  sometimes  creating  more. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     Forty-two  in  our  county. 

Witness:  I  think  it  would  stand  in  the  neighborhood  of 
twenty-six  hundred.  Does  anybody  know?1  One  of  the  gentle- 
men corrects  me  here  :     About  twenty-two  hundred  he  says. 

Q.  Do  you  think  of  any  other  elements  that  might  be  included 
in  a  state  campaign  that  you  think  are  proper,  of  expense? 

A.  Under  the  primary? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  must  come  right  back  to  this  one  thing :  Where  there  are 
several  candidates  running,  and  you  get  out  into  a  new  territory, 
it  makes  but  little  difference  to  many  people  which  candidate  they 
may  vote  for  providing  they  are  all  republicans  or  all  democrats; 
and  the  man  that  can  get  around  and  do  the  most  work,  personally 
visit  them  or  have  personal  friends  visit  them,  and  can  afford  to 
pav  them  their  time — which  is  almost  unlimited  in  a  great  state 
like  the  state  of  Wisconsin— I  am  not  wishing  to  let  myself  down 
easy  in  this;  I  am  not  seeking  sympathy  or  anything  of  that  kind 
for  this  what  seems  to  be  an  unnecessary  amount  of  expenditures, 
bin  1  am  of  the  opinion,  gentlemen,  that  if  you  will  take  the 
amount  even  that  the  senators  or  assemblymen  have  had  to  pay  in 
each  one  of  their  districts,  in  a  small  territory,  even  where  they 
were  personally  known,  that  it  should  not  require  more  than  a 
half  or  a  quarter  what  it  would  be  if  they  were  to  go  out  over  the 
state — that  is,  a  similar  area  of  territory — that  you  will  find  that 
the  average  would  go  way  above  the  amount  that  has  been  ex- 
pended by,  I  might  say.  any  candidate  in  the  senatorial  race 
whether  it  be  democratic  or  republican.     I  am  not  making  this 
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statement  to  let  any  one  of  them  down,  myself  included,  from 
what  belongs  to  them.  Von  have  commenced  an  investigation, 
and  ]  hope  you  will  go  through  with  it.  if  it  will  be  the  mean-  of 
doing  some  good  in  the  future. 

Q.  .Vow.  Mr.  Cook,  evidence  has  been  produced  here  of  an  ex- 
penditure by  one  candidate  of  over  $100,000  in  this  primary  cam- 
paign. What  do  you  say,  in  your  experience,  as  to  whether  or 
not  you  could  account  for  that  legitimately  in  a  campaign,  not 
saying  thai  this  was  spent  legitimately,  but  could  that  be  a  legiti- 
mate expenditure? 

A.  Oh,  gentlemen,  I  would  not  think  1  was  making  any  great 
mistake  if  1  would  say  that  a  man  could  go  into  the  state  of  Wis- 
consin, and  if  every  man  was  an  honest  man,  absolutely  honest, 
that  he  could  spend  $200,000  in  the  state  of  Wisconsin  in  a  state 
campaign,  under  the  present  conditions  that  exist,  and  do  no 
wrong:  wrong  nobody.  There  arc  two  millions  and  a  half  or 
three  million-,  of  people.  There  arc  100  assembly  districts,  and 
33  senatorial  districts.  There  is  an  immense  territory,  and  if  he 
undertook  to  cover  the  whole  state,  and  organize  every  county, 
and  organize  it  well.  I  do  not  think  there  would  be  any  limit  as  to 
what  he  could  spend,  and  have  it  legitimate.  T  am  not  pretending 
to  say  it  was  all  done  legitimately. 

O.  We  are  not  passing  on  that  at  all,  whether  it  was  or  not. 
Now,  what  do  you  include  in  this  state  campaign,  that  may  be 
made  tinder  this  primary?  Xewspaper  expenditures,  publications 
in  newspaper^  ? 

A.  It  takes  in  all  those ;  and  the  newspapers  are  getting  onto 
their  jobs  very  fast  throughout  the  state.  No  reflection,  boys,  on 
the  newspapers. 

Q.  They  are  generally  in  favor  of  the  primary,  aren't  they? 

A.  T  have  got  all  I  can  do  to  answer  for  my  own  troubles.  You 
are  undertaking  a  pretty  big  job  if  you  expect  me  to  answer  for 
the  newspapers. 

By  Mr.  Bray  : 

Q.  Supplemental  to  what  Mr.  Ingalls  has  been  asking:  You 
say  that  the  expense  in  a  county  or  state  would  depend  on  how 
•  many  candidates  there  were,  and  how  many  friends  the  candidate 
had.  and  how  much  money  he  had.  and  how  well  or  favorably 
known  he  was.  T  think  it  was  brought  out  in  the  other  testimony 
that  it  would  depend  on  whether  he  was  a  good  speaker,  or  an 


L52      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

orator,  and  make  a  speaking  campaign.  Now,  suppose  the  man 
were  the  average  man,  take  an  average  man  in  those  particulars, 
and  he  were  going  to  organize  the  state,  what  means  of  organiza- 
tion would  he  need  in  each  county?  For  instance,  would  you 
have  to  have  a  county  manager  to  thoroughly  organize  any 
county?     Would  you  have  to  have  some  man  in  charge  of  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  a  man  cannot  make  a  cam- 
paign on  a  smaller  amount.  He  asked  me  the  question  as  to  how 
large  amount  might  he  expended  legitimately.  That  is  what  you 
want  an  answer  to. 

Q.  I  want  to  find  out  what  you  mean  by  "organization"  a  little 
more  closely  ;  what  it  requires.  Does  it  require  a  county  manager, 
for  instance? 

A.   In  my  opinion  it  does,  in  every  county. 

Q.  What  other  things  would  it  embrace  ? 

A.  It  then  embraces  an  organization  in  every  town,  and  every 
voting  precinct ;  for  a  real  organization,  if  you  carry  it  to  that  ex- 
tent. 

O.  Assistant  managers  and  ward  workers? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.   Precinct  workers? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  under  the  primary  you  have  got  to  get  a  high 
grade  of  men  for  workers.  I  am  speaking  under  the  primary 
system.     That  is  what  you  asked  the  question  under? 

O.  Yes. 

A.  The  additional  expense  comes  by  each  one  of  the  candi- 
dates trying  to  select  the  best  kind  of  men  to  manage  the  cam- 
paign. 

Q.  In  each  county  there  would  be  newspaper  expense,  hand 
bills,  poll  lists,  posters,  circulars,  and  perhaps  renting  halls  and 
things  .7 

A.  Yes.  sir:  and  campaign  workers  to  get  the  last  round-up 
of  the  boys. 

Q.  If  a  man  were  to  conduct  such  a  campaign,  a  man  reason- 
ably well  known,  with  the  average  conditions  under  the  pres- 
ent primary  law.  what  would  be  the  cost  of  organizing  Winne- 
bago county?    I  think  that  is  an  average  county. 

A.  How  many  towns  have  you  got  there? 

Q.  Probably  eighteen  towns. 

A.  A  man  could  spend  money  right  in  Winnebago  county, 
and  we  consider  our  citizens   on   a   par   or  average  with  any 
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other  pari  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  and  he  could  spend  $500 
in  cadi  town  and  do  no  man  any  wrong.  Whether  he  done  any 
good  by  ii  or  not,  1  don'1  know.  I  think  he  could  spend  thai 
much  easily,  under  the  primary  system. 
Q.  He  could  probably  spend  $7,000  or  $8,000  in  a  county  .' 
A.  X  >  question  about  it.  You  understand  this  is  if  he  done 
ii  legitimately.  I  don'1  know  whether  any  of  us  done  it  legit- 
imately or  not.  I  would  like  to  have  it  looked  up.  and  see.  I 
am  not  defending  anybody. 

By  Mr.  Hambrechl  : 

<.,).  There  is  one  question  I  would  like  to  ask  you  in  connnec- 
tion  with  the  primary:  Did  you  understand  when  you  entered 
the  primary  contest  that  the  man  who  received  the  greatest 
number  of  votes  would  he  ratified  by  the  legislature,  and  elected 
by  the  legislature? 

A.  Is  that  a  part  of  this  investigation,  for  me  to  advise  the 
legislature  ? 

Q.  No,  I  wanted  to  know  what  you  thought  about  it.  What 
was  your  opinion  on  that  question  when  you  entered  the  race  ? 

A.  I  promised  the  people  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  that  I 
would  go  before  them  and  do  the  best  1  could,  and  whatever  1 
done  should  he  open  for  investigation  ;  and  I  was  perfectly 
willing  to  have  them  understand  that.  "While  the  primary  was 
on  the  statute  hooks  I  expected  they  would  live  up  to  it.  It  was 
net  mandatory,  but  if  I  got  it  legitimately  it  was  no  more 
mandatory  on  them  than  it  would  be  mandatory  that  anyone 
should  obey  the  spirit  of  the  primary  in  filing  our  accounts. 

Q.  That  was  your  understanding  in  entering  the  primary, 
that  the  legislature  would  ratify  the  choice  of  the  people,  if  le- 
gitimately obtained  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  any  delegate  or  representative 
was  to  vote  according  to  the  plurality  received  in  his  county,  or 
that  he  was  to  be  governed  by  the  state  at  large? 

A.  Several  went  right  on  before  their  people,  and  made  that 
statement,  and  stood  by  it. 

Q.  Which  statement  ? 

A.  That  they  were  going  to  represent  their  constituency. 
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(^.  Did  yon  understand  that  they  would  do  that,  when  you  en- 
tered the  race  as  a  senatorial  candidate  .' 

A.   I  don't  know  that  that  was  considered  at  all  by  me. 

Q.  Or,  did  you  expect  the  man  who  received  the  plurality  in 
the  state  would  be  the  choice  of  the  legislature,  regardless  of 
how  the  counties  went .' 

A.  My  expectation  was  that  they  would  abide  by  the  pri- 
mary law  :  that  is.  enough  of  them  would  anyway  ;  but  1  did  not 
know  that  it  barred  tin-  man  of  his  constitutional  rights. 

Q.  Then  do  I  understand  you  expected,  other  things  bein<r 
equal,  that  the  man  who  received  the  plurality  should  be  sup- 
ported, in  carrying  out  the  spirit  of  the  primary,  in  the  legisla- 
ture? 

A.  I  expected  he  would,  but  I  might  just  as  well  make  it  plain 
here. 

Q.  State  what  you  understood  in  that  respect? 

A.  The  representative  from  the  district  where  I  live  took  the 
position  before  the  people  that  he  would  abide  by  his  constit- 
uency. He  never  acknowledged  before  them  that  he  would 
stand  by  the  primary  ;  that  is.  that  he  was  going  to  be  governed 
by  that;  and  he  was  so  elected,  as  an  independent  man.  I 
think  that  most  everybody  in  his  district  understood  this.  We 
have  never  discussed  the  thing  since  with  him. 

By  Mr.  Whitman  : 

Q.  Under  what  provisions  of  the  primary  law  did  he  make 
that  stand — do  you  know  ? 

A.   I  do  not. 

Q-  What  is  there  in  the  primary  law  that  would  give  him  that 
understanding  of  his  duties? 

A.  I  don't  believe  I  could  answer  tha\  because  it  is  a  ques- 
tion of  law. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht : 

O.  Your  understanding,  however,  was  that  if  you  received  the 
greatest  number  of  votes  that  the  delegates  in  the  legislature 
would  ratify  your  election? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Regardless  of  the  way  'heir  district  went? 

A.  Yes.  T  believed  the  plurality  would  be  so  large  and  T  would 
get  that  so  honestly,  that  they  would  not  raise  any  question. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [INVESTIGATION.      L55 

(  ).  Conceding  it  was  an  honest  election? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  1  might  say  this:  *  >ne  of  my  o]  ponents  made  the 
statement  that  if  he  had  visited  the  rest  of  the  counties  he  would 

have  had  a  majority  of  over  50,000  I  only  visited  two  counties, 
and  on  the  same  ratio  as  he  used,  where  lie  said  he  would  have  had 
fifty  thousand.  I  think  I  would  have  had  a  hundred  thousand 
plurality. 

By  Mr.  Whitman  : 

(_).  Did  you  consider  that  the  legis'ature  had  die  power,  under 
the  primary  election.  <o  be  the  judge  of  that  election:  that  is. 
■whether  this  legislature  had  retained  the  prerogative  of  judging 
whether  the  election  had  been  honest  or  dishonest? 

A.  1  have  always  held  our  legislature  in  this  high  regard,  that 
they  would  he  pretty  near  'he  judge  of  their  own  actions,  until 
the  constitution  was  changed. 

By  .Mr.   llamhrecht  : 

•Q.   That  was  the  understanding  you  went  into  theprimary  with"" 
A.   T  have  answered  you  to  that  effect. 

By  Mr.  Whitman  : 

O-  Mr  Cowling's  expense  accouir  shows  that  of  this  Sicj.ooo 
$21,430  were  spent  during  the  month  of  August? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.    In  addition  to  that  was  this  $12,000  that  came  in  later ? 

A.  $11,000. 

Q-  $n,0OO.  Was  that  spent  during  the  month  of  August,  or 
after  the  mon'h  of  August — or,  do  you  know? 

A.  My  judgment  was  that  it  was  all  incurred  during  the  month 
-of  August. 

(J.  That  would  make  between  $32,000  and  $33,000  spent  during 
the  month  of  August  alone? 

A.  Providing  it  is  all  in  that.  That  will  come  out,  of  course, 
in  his  s'atement. 

Q.  Had  you  pursued  the  same  campaign  during  the  month  (if 
July  as  you  did  during  the  month  of  August  it  would  have  in- 
creased it  wonderfully,  would  it  not — Ju'v  and  June? 

A.   Yes;  but  it  didn't  seem  to  be  necessary. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  For  the  information  of  the  committee  perhaps,  if  it  will 
throw  any  light  on  the  subject.  T  will  ask  you  whether  you  eon- 
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strued  this  primary  to  be  binding  upon  the  senators  and  as- 
semblymen  Locally,  or  as  ;i  state  result  .' 

A.  I  don't  know  th;il  I  can  answer  you,  further  than  this: 
Thai  morally  I  believed  it  would.  It  was  more  in  the  nature 
of  advisory. 

Q.   1  don't  think  you  gel  ray  question. 

A.   Perhaps  not. 

Q.  For  instance,  the  vo  e  for  senator  in  a  particular  assembly 
district  is  in  your  favor;  but  the  vote  in  Hie  stale  at  large  is 
for  Mi'.  McGovern.  Now.  would  you  regard  the  local  vote  as  bind- 
ing upon  the  local  assemblyman,  morally,  of  course,  not  legally, 
instead  of  the  state-wide  vote? 

A.  I  would  think  that  that  was  a  matter  for  the  conscience  of 
the  legislator  to  decide  for  himself. 

Q.  You  are  speaking  now  irrespective  of  how  the  law  may 
read  ! 

A.  Yes.  sir;  if  it  is  no  mandatory.  But  I  can  state  again, 
right  here,  that  when  I  went  into  it  I  did  not  believe  that  anv 
man  that  had  a  good  clean  plurality  would  be  recognized  by 
the  legislature  as  the  candidate. 

Mr.  AVhi  man  :     You  mean  a  state  plurality? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

By  Mr.  Hambreehl : 

Q.  Have  you  considered  that  would  immediately  lead  to  a 
deadlock  in  the  legislature,  if  each  assemblyman  or  senator 
were  to  vote  according  to  his  district? 

A.  I  say,  it  is  the  other  way.  The  state  plurality,  I  believed 
they  would  pay  attention  to  the  state  plurality.  T  realize  thfe 
other  part  of  it.     My  judgment  on  law  points  is  mighty  crude. 

By  Senator  Morris : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  among  the  contested  claims,  or  the 
disputed  claims,  there  was  an  account  of  a  man  by  the  name  of 
Orputt  of  Platcville? 

A.   Kindly  stale  that  over  again. 

Q.  Among  the  contested  claims  which  came  in  after  the 
primary,  was  there  an  account  filed  by  a  man  by  the  name  of 
Orputt.  at  Platteville? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  T  know  this  through  Mr.  Cowling,  to  sl.art  with; 
and  T  know  it  personally  by  him  corresponding  with  me. 
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<<>.   When  did  you  have  the  first  correspondence  with  aim? 

A.  I  ;iin  net  clear  whether  thai  was  lasl  September  or  the 
first  of  October  or  clear  up  lo  November. 

<c>.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  before  or  after  the  pri- 
mary .' 

it  was  after  tin-  primary.      I  didn't   know  any  of  these 
workers  until  after  the  primary. 

<t>.  Had  yon  ever  me1  him  before  thai  .' 

A.  Yes,  I  me  him  oiin  in  Milwaukee,  hut  not  to  dismiss — in 
fad  I  did  not  discuss  matters  with  any  id'  these  workers.  I 
never  discussed  any  of  their  work  In  lore  the  primary. 

<t».   When   was  it   you   met    him   in   Milwaukee? 

A.   1    would  think  that   i     must  have  been    in   August. 

<v).    What  was  the  conversation  you  had  with  him  at  that  time'; 

A.  I  don'1  think  I  had  any  conversation  with  him;  not  more 
than  wo  or  three  minutes.  ITe  was  introduced  to  me.  T  don'1 
know  whether  there  was  anything  said  particularly  about  poli- 
tics. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  understanding  with  him  at  that  time 
thai    he  was  to  do  work  for  you? 

A.  With   him  .'     No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  pay  him  any  money  yourself? 

A.   No,  sir.  never  a  dollar. 

Q.  Then  if  he  had  anything  to  do  with  your  campaign  it  was 
through  Mr.   Cowling? 

A.  Through  Mr.  Cowling,  absolutely. 

The  Chairman:  Mr.  Cook,  are  you  to  he  away  from  home 
through    next    week'.'     That    is.    could    you    come   hack    hen  .' 

A.  Yes.  I  could. 

The  Chairman  :  One  of  the  troubles  is  that  you  have  not 
some  of  the  information  hen  that  we  called  for.  I  refer  par- 
ticularly to  hese  reports  handed  in  by  Mr.  Cowling  to  you: 
and  T  am  inclined  to  think  that  it  will  be  necessary  for  us  to 
examine  you  further  after  those  reports  are  here.  Can  you  get 
those,  by  sending  for  them  ? 

A.  Xo.  T  couldn't  do  thai.  There  is  nobody  at  home.  I  have 
no  office  or  secretary. 

Q.  You  would  have  to  go  after  them? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.   Could  yon  get  those,  and  send  them  to  us  .' 
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A.   Yes,  I  could  cither  get  them  and  send  them,  or  bring  them. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Q.  Would  i,  inconvenience  yon  greatly  to 
(•dine  again,  and  bring  them  .' 

A.  Not  if  you  gentlemen  fee]  that  I  should.  1  will  conic  back 
here  any  day  that  you  set. 

On   motion  adjourned  until  two  o'clock'  p.  m. 


2  o'clock  P.  M..  February  17,  1909. 
I  [earing  resumed. 
All  members  of  the  o  mmittee  present. 

William  11.  Matte  m.  being' duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Senator  1  lusting: 

Q.   Ah".  Hatton,  where  do  yon  reside? 

A.   Xew  London. 

Q.  You  were  a  candidate  at  the  primary  election  for  the  office 
of  United  States  senator? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  as  such  candidate  hied  a  statement  with  the  secretary 
of  state  purporting  to  he  the  expenses  incurred  by  you  as  such 
candidate  ? 

A.   As  far  as  1  had  knowledge. 

Q.   What  was  the  total  of  your  expenditures? 

A.  The  total  amount  as  shown  by  this  statement  is  $<Mi,413.08. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  announce  yourself  as  a  candidate  for 
that  (  ffice  ? 

A.  1  can't  tell  yon  the  exact  date.  I  began  the  campaign  on  the 
1st  of  January.  1908. 

O.  That  appears  to  be  the  first  expenditure  that  you  made? 

A.   Yes.  that  is  the  first. 

(J.  And  the  date  of  your  last  expenditure,  according  to  your 
expense  account,  is  September  2nd? 

A.  Well,  those  bills  where  there  is  no  date  appearing,  many  of 
them  were  not  paid  at  the  time  this  statement  was  made.  T  had 
the  items  and  entered  them  as  being  campaign  expenses,  and  many 
of  them  were  paid  at  a  later  date. 

Q.   Are  they  all  paid  at  the  present  time? 

A.   Yes,  sir,  I  think  everything  is  paid  that  is  on  that  list,  and 
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in  addition  to  those  there  was  some  other  accounts  that  came  in 
that  were  paid  after  this  statemenl  was  filed. 

Q.   Will  yon  give  us  a  list  of  the  additional  payments? 

A.   I  have  a  statemenl  here  that  covers  the  whole. 

Q.  You  can't  provide  those  thai  have  been  paid  subsequently  to 
the  filing  of  this  staten  ent  i  Exhibil   I J  )  ? 

A.   Wiell,  I  could.     I  have  two  copies  of  this. 

Q.  Do  ]  understand  that  there  are  some  things  in  here  thai  do 
in  it  appear  in  the  statement : 

A.  Yes.  in  thai  statement,  and  in  addition  to  this  you  will  find 
them  on  the  last  part. 

Mr.  Ilamhrecht  :  Will  you  introduce  it  as  an  exhibil  so  that  it 
can  he  referred  to  as  such  ? 

A.  Yes: 

The  statement  of  expenses  filed  by  W.  II.  Hatton  was  marked 
"Exhibil    II"  and  is  in  words  and  figures  as  follows: 

Statement  of  the  expenses  of  William  II.  Hatton,  a  candi- 
date for  the  office  of  United  State  senator  at  the  February  eh-.-. 
tiori  held  on  the  1st  day  of  September,  A.  I).  1908,  made  pur- 
suant to  section  \a\-\.  Revised  Statutes  of  1898: 

Date.  To  whom  paid.           For  what  purpose.  Amount. 

Jan.    1.  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expenses. .'. .  $100  00 

Jan.  17.  Q.  I\.  hush,  state  organization  expenses.  . .  .  100  00 

Feb.    1.  C.  F.  Stout,  state  organization  expenses .. .  loo  no 

Feb.  27.  ('.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expenses.  .  .  .  KM)  00 

Mar.    6.  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expenses .. .  100  00 

Mar.  16.  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expenses.  .  ,  200  00 

Apr.  22.  C.  F.  Stout,  state  organization  expenses.  ..  200  00 

Apr.  30.  C.  K   Lush,  state  organization  expenses. . .  100  00 

Apr.  30.     W.  W.  Powell,  salary  rind  expense 60  00 

May    6.     C.  K.  hush,  state  organization  expense 100  00 

W.  \Y.  Powell,  salary  and  expense 190  00 

May  26.  C.  K.  Lush,  sfate  organization  expense.  .  .  .  200  00 

May  29.  0.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expense.  .  .  .  200  00 

•Tune    1.  C.  F.  Stout,  state  organization  expense.  . . .  200  00 

June    3.  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expense. .. .  200  00 

June    3.     Salary  and  expense 50  00 

June  28.     II.  C.  Clark,  salary  and  expense 10  00 
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June  28.  C  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expense. .. .  200  on 

June  24.  W.  \V.  Powell,  salary  and  expense 100  00 

June  24.  C.  F.  Stout,  state  organization  expense. .. .  200  00 

-lime  25.  O.K.  Lush,  state  organization  expense ... .  200  no 

June  21).  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expense.  .  .  .  200  (in 

June  30.  II.  C.  Clark-,  salary  and  expense 15  no 

June -'in.  Geo.  Mattoon,  salary  and  expense 25  00 

June  30.  P.  Canabis,  expense 25  00 

June  30.  W.  W.  Powell,  salary  and  expense 50  00 

July    2.  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expense ... .  20000 

July    2.  W.  L.  Houser,  expense 50  00 

July    J.  F.  Hess,  salary  and  expense 50  00 

July    6.  G.  B;  Hudnall,  expense 25  00 

July    (i.  T.  M.  Thomas,  expense 50  00 

July     7.  W.  W.  Powell,  salary  and  expense 100  00 

July  11.  W.  W.  Powell,  salary  and  expense 200  nil 

July  11.  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expense.  .  .  .  300  00 

July  12.  W.  W.  Powell,  salary  and  expense 100  on 

July  13.  W.  H.  Dick,  state  organization  expense..  . .  200  00 

July  13.  T.  P.  Rusten,  printing 20  no 

July  14.  Expenses  at  La  Crosse 25  00 

July  13.  O.  Rogan,  postal  cards 140  00 

July  17.  W.  W.  Powell,  salary  and  expense 200  00 

July  22.  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expense.  .  .  .  200  00 

July  21.  W.  H.  Dick,  state  organization  expense.  .  .  1,000  00 

July  23.  W.  W.  Powell,  salary  and  expense 50  00 

July  25.  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expense.  .  .  500  00 

July  25,  C.  F.  Stout,  state  organization  expense.  . .  .  200  00 

July  27.  G.  C.  Harney,  salary  and  expense 20  00 

July  28.  W.J.  MeElroy,  Milwaukee  headquarters.  .  500  00 

July  28.  F.  Hess,  expenses  and  salary 25  00 

July  80.  G.  C.  Harney,  expense 10  OO 

July  31.  (i.  P.  Hudnall.  expense 5<    00 

Aug.    3.  W.  W.  Powell,  salary  and  expanse 10  00 

Aug.    3.  W.  J.  MeElroy,  Milwaukee  headquarters..  500  on 

Aug,    3.  W.  H.  Dick,  state  organization  expense.  ..  500  00 

Aug.    3.  W.  W.  Powell,  salary  and  expense 40  00 

Aug.    8.  W.  II.  Dick,  state  organization  expense.  .  .  1.000  00 

Aug.  10.  W.  J.  MeElroy,  Milwaukee  headquarters.  .  500  00 

Aug.  10.  W.  W.  Powell,  salary  and  expense 50  no 
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Aug 

10. 

Aug 

15. 

Aug 

17. 

Aug 

•  )■) 

Aug 

24. 

Aug 

25. 

Aug 

Lli. 

Aug 

27. 

Aug 

•_!> 

Aug 

28. 

Aug 

29. 

Aug 

31. 

Sept.    2. 


\V.  II.  Dick,  state  organization  expense...  1,000  00 

F.  I  less,  ex  |  km  isc  ;ill(l  salary 100   00 

W.  .1.  McElroy,  Milwaukee  headquarters.  .  500  00 

W.  -I.  McElroy,  Milwaukee  headquarters.  .  500  00 

\V.  II.  Dick,  state  organization  expense .. .  1. 000  <»<> 

( '.  B\  St oiii .  state  organization  expense. .. .  2<i<)  00 

W.  II.  Dick,  state  organization  expense...  1,500  (ii1 

\V.  W.  IN. well,  salary  and  expense 50  00 

\V.  I!.  Dick,  state  organization  expanse...  500  00 

A.  Carley,  expense 10  00 

\V.  II.  Dick,  state  organization  expense...  1,000  on 

W.  -i.  McElroy,  .Milwaukee  headquarters.  .  1,000  00 

(  a  ill  well  Printing  Co  .  printing '2. '21  \   78 

W.  II.  Dick,  state  organization  expense..  1,000  00 

W.  W.  Powell,  salary  and  expens  - 227  42 

('.  E.  Droughton,  salary  and  expense 396   16 

Castle  Pierce  Printing  Co 7  25 

I).  II.  Burnham,  printing  and  expense 35  2') 

G.  C.  Harney,  salary  and  expense 46  54 

C.  W.  Miller,  salary  and  expense 131  !)2 

Ed.  Traded,  salary  and  expense 45  00 

•John  Wilcox,  expense 10  00 

-J.  A.  Stone,  expense 42  on 

G.  E.  Wood,  salary  and  expense 42  <>() 

P.  Hess,  salary  and  expense 75  00 

W.  S.  Braddock,  expense 8  85 

E.  A.  Odell.  expense 13  60 

J.  M.  Axtell,  expense 31  27 

M.  II.  Whitaker,  expense.  . 42  85 

W.  F.  Gruetzmacher,  expense 9  00 

M.  1'.  Stengen,  salary  and  expense 75  00 

L.  M.  Skavlem,  expense 36  00 

W.  II.  Dick,  printing  bills 128  00 

C.  H.  Stevens,  salary  and  expense 92  65 

Sullivan  Printing  Co.,  printing 85  00 

Walter  Mayer,  printing  and  expense 340  00 

E.  F.  Ditbmar,  expense 21  on 

U.  S.  Express  (  !o.,  express 27  37 

II.  M.  Allen,  cigar  bill 46  00 

Whitehead  &  Hoag  Co.,  campaign  material  152  50 

11 
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Barnum  &  Cotton,  printing 50  00 

A.  K.  Van  Sl,\  kc  salary  and  expense "<>  40 

(f.  B.  lludnall,  exp.  organization  campaign  44b'  54 

Prank  Taylor,  salary  and  expense 160  00 

The  Cramer-Krassett  Co..  printing 1,102  80 

Wis.  Telephone  Co 113  93 

(MI.  Henchel  Mfg.  Co.,  postal  cards 267  92 

II.  II.  West   Co.,  stationery 26  25 

X.  W.  Furniture  Co 4  00 

Drake  &  Schwantes.  stationery  and   ptg..  71   25 

Waukesha  Roxo  Co 7  04 

Towell  Bros.,  printing  bill 38  40 

StreisguthdVtran  Engraving  Co 29  80 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Co 6  00 

Kline  Studio   --!(>  00 

L.  Breithanpt  Printing  Co 22  25 

Plankington  House ' 130  85 

J.  C.  Detriek,  expense 10  00 

W.  W.  Lindsay,  sundry  expenses 921  94 

Anna  Goetz,  stenographer 5  00 

Incidental  expenses  loo  oo 

Total    $26,413  08 

State  of  Wisconsin.  County  of  Waupaca — ss. 

William  II.  Hatton,  being  first  duly  sworn,  on  oath  says  that 
he  was  a  candidate  for  the  office  of  United  States  senator  at  the 
primary  election  held  in  said  state  of  Wisconsin  on  the  1st  day 
ot  September,  A.  D.  1908;  that  the  foregoing  is  a  statement  set- 
ting forth  in  detail  all  sums  of  money  contributed,  disbursed, 
expended  or  promised  by  him  and  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge 
and  belief  by  any  other  person  or  persons  in  his  behalf,  wholly 
or  in  part  in  endeavoring  to  secure  his  election,  or  expended  in 
any  way  in  connection  with  his  candidacy  for  said  office,  and 
that  the  same  is  as  full  and  explicit  as  affiant  is  able  to  make  it. 

WM.   IT.   IIATTON. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  30th  day  of  Septem- 
ber. A   D.  1908.  S.  T.  RITCHIE. 
(Seal)                                 Notary  Public,  New  London,  Wis. 
My   commission    expires  -July   16,    1911. 
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State   of    Wisconsin,    Department    of   state     ss. 
Received  and  filed  Oct.  1.  1908. 

A.  T.  TORGE, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State; 

The   additional   statemenl    filed   by   the   witness   was   marked 
"Ivxhiliit  4:2"'  and  is  in  words  and  figures  as  follows: 

Exhibil   L-B. 
Edward   1 1.  Smith. 
(  )fficial  Reporter. 

Statement  of  Win.  S.  Hatton,  Campaign  Expenses. 

Jan.   1909.     Paid  C.   K.   Lush,  state  organization  ex- 
penses      $100  00 

Jan.  L7.  Paid  C.  K.  Lush,  --tale  organization  expenses  100  00 
Feb.  1.  Paid  C.  F.  Stout,  state  organization  expenses  LOO  00 
Feb.  27.  Paid  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expenses  100  00 
Mar.  6.  Paid  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organizaticn  expenses  loo  00 
Mar.  !(i.  Paid  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  ex- 
penses      -ino  00 

Apr.  22.  Paid  C.  F.  Stout,  state  organization  expenses  200.  00 

Apr.  30.  Paid  C.  K.  Lush,  state  organization  expenses  100  00 

Apr.  30.      Paid  W.  W.  Powell,  salary  and  expense 60  00 

May    (i.      Paid  C.  K.  Lush 100  00 

May  1  I.     Paid  W.  W.  Powell 10  00 

.May  24.      Paid  W.  W.  Powell 100  00 

Paid  W.  W.  Powell GO  00 

May  26.     Paid  C.  K.  Lush 200  00 

May  29.      Paid  C  K.  Lush 200  00 

June    1 .      !  'aid  G  F.  St< >ut 200  00 

June    3.     Paid  C.  K.  Lush -^00  00 

June    3.     Paid  W.  W.  Powell 50  00 

June  12.     Paid  W.  W.   Powell 100  00 

June  23.     Paid  H.  C.  Clark 10  00 

June  23.      I 'aid  C.  K.  Lush 200  00 

June  24.      I 'aid  W.  W.  Powell 100  00 

June  24.     Paid  C.  F.  Stout 200  00 

June  25.     Paid  C.  K.  Lush 200  00 

June  29.     Paid  C.  K.  Lush 200  00 

June  30.      Paid   II.  C.  Clark lo  00 
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June  30.  I  'aid  •  reo.  Mattoon 25  00 

June  30.  Paid   P.  Cabanis 50  00 

July     2.  Paid  C.  K.  Lush 21 0 

July     2.  Paid  W.  L.  Houser 50  00 

July     4.  Paid  F.  II.  Hess 50  00 

July     <;.  Paid  G.  B.  Hudnall 25  00 

July     7.  Paid   \V.   \Y.    Powell LOO  00 

July   11.  Paid  W.  W.   Powell 200  00 

July    1  I.  Paid  C.  K.  Push 300  00 

July    13.  Paid  \\  .   II.   Dick 200  00 

July   1:5.  Paid  T.  T.  Rusten,  printing 2t)  00 

July    1  I.  Paid  expenses  at  Pa  Crosse 25  00 

July  13.  Paid  O.  Rogan,  postal  cards *.  .  .  14'>  mi 

July   IP  Paid  \\".  \Y.   Powell 200  00 

July  21.  Paid  \Y.   II.   Dick 1,000  00 

July  22.  Paid  C.  K.  Push 200  00 

July  23.  Paid  W.  W.   I  Well 50  00 

July  23.  Paid  E.   F.  Ditmer 2J    00 

July  23.  Paid  I".  S.   Express 27  37 

July   23.  laid   IP   M.  Allen 46   00 

jTuly  23.  Paid  White  &  I  foag  Co 152  50 

July  23.  Paid  Barnum  &  Carton 50  00 

July  2:5.  Paid  A.  P.  Van  Slyke 96.40 

July   23.  Paidli.   B.   Hudnall DC   54 

July  23.  I  'aid  Frank  Taylor 160  00 

July   23.  Paid  The   Kramer-Kressett  Co 1,102   80 

July  -J:\.  Paid  Wis.  Tele.  Co 113  93 

July  2n.  J  'aid  (  \  I \.  I  [enchel  M  fg.  Co 267 .92 

July  23.  H.  11.  West  Co 26  25 

July  23.  Paid  X.  W.   Furniture  Co 4  00 

July   23.  Paid  Drake  &  Schwarntes 71   25 

July  23.  Paid  Waukesha  Roxo  Co i    04 

July  2:5.  Paid  Towell  Pro- 38  40 

July  23.  Paid  Streissguth-Petran   Eng.  Co 29.80 

July  23.  Paid  Western  U.  Telegraph 6  00 

July  v':;.  Paid  Lyon  Studio 20  00 

July  23.  Paid  L.   Brithaupt   Ptg.  Co 22  25 

July  ■!:',.  Paid  Plankington  llou<e 159  85 

July  23.  Paid  \".  J.   Deitrich 10  00 

July  23.  Paid  W.  Lindsley 921  94 

July   23.  Paid   Anna   Goetz 5  00 
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July  23.  Paid   [ncidental   Expenses 100  00 

lulv  23.  Paid  W.  II.  Dick,  state  organization I.'!1'1*  00 

[uly  23.  Paid  C.  F.  Stout,  expense,  state  organization  93  55 

Oct.     9.  Paid  H.  H.  West,  printing 1"  00 

( )ct.    I  I.  Paid  L.  Brithaupl  Ptg.  Co 12  50 

<  )ct.   15.  Paid  P.  II.  Haver  Ptg.  Co 98.03 

Oct.    19.  Paid  R.  I.  Voight,  salary  and  expense 100  00 

Oct.   19.  Paid  S.  H.  Cady,  expenses Ill    '>l 

Oct.  22.  Paid  F.  Hess,  salary  and  expenses 95  25 

NTov.  28.  Paid  W.   [.  McElroy,  salary  and  expenses.  .  364   24 

X(»v.  28.  Paid    \.  J.  Althen,  expense 5  00 

Nov.  29.  Paid  T.  M.  Thomas,  expense 31   36 

Dec.   in.  Paid  [Crammer  &  Kessett  Co.,  printing. ..  .  9   15 

Dec.   L0.  Paid  F.  W.  Taylor,  salary LOO  00 

Dec.    10.  Paid  Plankington  Estate/rent 31   00 

Dec.    18.  Paid  Geo.  Mattoon,  -alary  and  expense....  70  00 

Tan.    is.  Paid   II.  C.  Clark,  salary  and  expense 115  00 

Tan.    18.  5000  copies   Mil.  jl •~>'1  00 

fan.    18.  Paid   F.  W.   Hodden,  printing 25  35 

Feb.   15.  Paid  C.  K.  Lu  h,  state  organization 1,000  00 

Feb.    15.  Paid  Incidental  Expenses 100  00 

July  25.  1  aid  C.  K.  Push 500  00 

July  25.  Paid   C.    F.   Stout 300  00 

July  27.  Paid   G.   C.   Harney 20  00 

July  28.  Paid  W.  J.  McElroy 500  00 

July  28.  Paid  F.  Hess 25  00 

July  30.  Paid   G.   C.   Harney 10  00 

July  31.  Paid  <  1.   B.  1  ludnall 50  00 

Aug.    3.  Paid  W.  W.   Powell 10  00 

Aug.    3.  Paid  W.  J.  McElroy 506  00 

Aug.    3.  Paid  W.  H.  Dick 500  00 

Aug.    3.  1  "aid  W.   W.   Powell 40  00 

Aug.    8.  Paid  W.  H.   Dick 1,000  00 

Aug.  10.  Paid  W.  J.  McElroy 500  0O 

Aug.  10.  Paid  W.   W.   Powell •'•'»  09 

Aug.  10.  Paid  W.   H.  Dick 1 ,000  00 

Aug.  15.  Paid    F.    I  less 100  00 

Aug.  17.  Paid  W.  J-  McElroy 500  00 

Aug.  22.  Paid  W.  J.  McElroy 500  00 

Aug.  24.  Paid  W.  H.  Dick 1,000  00 

Aug.  25.  Paid  C.   F.   Stout 200  00 
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Aug.  26 
Aug.  •>: 
Aug.  2S 
Aug.  28 
Aug.  29 
Aug.  3 1 
Sept.  2 
Sept .  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.  2 
Sept.    2 


Paid  W.  II.  Dick.  .. 
I 'aid  \V.  Wi.  Powell 
W.    II.    Dick.  . 

A.   Carle 


'aid 
•aid 
'aid 


1,500 
500 

.-,0(1 

in 


\\ 


Dick 1,000 

laid  \V.  J.   McElroy ■ L,000 

Paid  W.   II.  Dick J.nun 

['aid  Cantwell  Ptg.  Co 2,21  I 


I'aid  W.  W.   Powell 

I'aid  C.  E.  Boughton 

I'aid  Castle,  Pierce  Ptg".  Co. 

I'aid   B.    II.   Burnham 

Paid  ( i.  C.   Harney 

J 'aid  C.  W.  Miller 

Paid  Ed.  Trudell 

Paid  John   Wilcox 

Paid  J.  A.  Stone 

Paid  G.   E.  Wood 

Hess 

S.  Braddock 

A.  O'Dell 

H.   Axtell 

II.  Wittaker 

Paid  W.   F.  (iruetzmacher.  . 

['aid  M.    P.   Stendgen 

Paid  E.  M.  Skavlem 

I'aid  W.  II.  Dick 

Paid  C.   H.  Stevens 

Paid  Sullivan   Ptg".  Co 

Paid   Walter   Meyer 


Paid  P. 
I'aid  W 
I'aid  E. 
I'aid  J. 
I'aid  W 


22; 
396 

; 
35 

4G 
131 
45 
K) 
42 
49 

1:5 

31 
42 
9 
75 
36 

128 
92 
85 

340 


00 

00 

00 

(Ml 

00 
(III 

00 

78 
12 
L6 
25 
25 
54 
92 
00 
on 
00 
00 
0Q 
85 
60 
25 
85 
00 
00 
00 
00 
65 
00 
00 


Q.  Can  you  select  from  that  list  the  accounts  that  do  not 
appear  in  your  petition  as  filed  .' 

A.  They  are   just   simply   added   to  it. 

Q.  After  "Incidental  expenses".' 

A.  Yes.  after  "Incidental  expenses'*.  Those  items  following 
that  are  additional  to  the  expense  account  as  filed. 

Q.  Will  you  please  read  them  off.  Senator.' 

A.  AY.  TT.  Dick.  .+1000. 

Mr.  Bray  :     The  dates  of  tin  se  .' 

A.  Some  of  those  I  haven't  got  the  date,  but  most  of  them  I 
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have.  C.  F.  Stout,  $93.55.  October  Stih,  II.  II.  West  Company 
for  printing  $10.  October  12.  Milwaukee  District  Messenger 
Service  $247.25.  October  14th.  L.  Breithaupl  printing  Com- 
pany $12.50.  October  15th,  T.  1?.  Elaber  Printing  Company 
$98.03.  October  L9th,  R.  1.  Voigtj  $100.  October  19th,  S.  II. 
Cady  $111.31.  October  22nd,  K.  Hess  $95.25.  November  28th, 
W.  -I.  McElroy  -is  that  $264  in  yours.' 

Q.  $264. 

A.  It  should  he  $364.  I  am  quite  sure  that  is  an  error. 
November  28th,  A.  J.  Alton  $5.  November  29th,  T.  M.  Thomas 
$31.36.  December  10th,  Cramer-Krassetl  Company  Printing, 
$9.15.  I  ;,hink  that  date  is  intended  for  the  same.  F.  W. 
Taylor  $100.  Plankinton  Estate  $31.  December  18th,  Geo: 
Mattoon  $70.  January  18th,  II.  C.  Clark  $115,  and  the  n<  xi  I 
haven't  got  the  date,  5000  copies  Milwaukee  Journal  $50.  The 
next  I  haven't  got  the  dfJle,  F.  W.  Haden,  for  printing  $25.85. 
February  15th,  C.  K.  Lush.  $1,000.  And  I  mad<  an  estimate, 
added  $100  for  incidental  expenses  that  I  haven't  got  items  for. 

Q.  What  is  the  total,  if  you  know,  of  l.hese  additional  ? 

A.  I  haven't  footed  it  up.  I  just  added  it  now.  How  much 
do  you  make  it  ? 

(Added  up  by  Senator  II listing.) 

(Announced  as  $3,668.99.) 

Q.  These  last  items  that  yon  gave  us.  were  they  made  by  you 
personally  I  he  disbursements? 

A.  No — a  portion  of  them  might  be. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  campaign  manager  or  managers? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  you  intrusted  the  money  in  the  campaign  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  it.  or  who  were  they  ? 

A.  When  I  first  began  I  got  Mr.  C.  K.  Lush  and  then  later 
Mr.  C.  F.  Stout  came  in  and  helped  in  connection  with  Mr.  Lush. 
and  lner  on  Mr.  W.  H.  Dick,  and  helped;  then  Mr.  W.  W. 
Powell  also  helped. 

Q.  "Who  was  the  chief  manager  of  your  campaign? 

A.  Well,  up  to  the  time  that  Mr.  Dick  came  in.  it  was  Mr. 
Lush  and  Mr.  Stout. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Stout  and  Mr.  Lush  start  in  together? 

A.  Xo.  Mr.  Lush  began  first,  hut  soon  after, — I  can't  tell  you 
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the  exact  date,  but  1  notice  I  firsl  paid  Mr.  Stoul  here  February 
'In  1st.  and  I  just  judge  from  thai  that  I  gave  him  money  Eor 
»xpenses. 

Q.  Mr.  Lush  had  sole  charge  um  il  about  February  1st.  and 
'hen  .Mi-.  Stout  joined  him  and  they  ran  tin    campaign  jointly? 

A.   Well,  yes,  you  mighl  say.  as  near  as  two  men  could  run  a 

campaign  jointly.     Mr.  Stunt   worked  outsidi    of  the  state,  trav- 

lled  about,  and  Mr.  Lush  was  here  all  |  he  time,  and  had  head- 

[uarters  here;  and  while  they  were  working  together  of  course 

they  were  necessarily  doing  sunn-  different  work,  each  one  had  a 

suit  of  initiative. 

Mr.  Bray:     Mr.  Lush  was  lure.' 

A.  Yes,  we  had  headquarters  here  in  Madiron.  Mr.  Lush  was 
h<  re. 

Q.  Were  Mr.  Lush  and  Mr:  Stout.  Mr.  Lowell  and  Mr.  Dick 
disbursing  ageiti  s  of  yours  :' 

A.  Well,  Mr.  Stout.  I  paid  the  money  to  Mr.  Stout  and  he 
used  it  in  his  campaign,  I  think,  as  these  amounts  show,  and  he 
paid  those  out  himself  on  his  own  initiative. 

Q.   Well,  did  Mr.  Lush  and  Mr.  Dick  and  Mr.  Powell— 

A.  (interrupting)  Well,  Mr.  Lowell,  as  the  ;^jatement  will 
show  I  paid  amounts  direct  to  Mr.  Lowell,  which  he  paid  out  on 
his  own  initiative. 

Q.  And  likewise  Mr.  Dick? 

A.  And  Mr.  Dick.  1  paid  to  Mr.  Dick  checks  that  were  to  Mr. 
Lick  and  tiny  were  turned  over  to  .Mr.  Lush,  so  tha):  lie  had  an 
account  of  nearly  all  that  went  to  Mr.  Dick,  but  I  think  not  en- 
tirely, because  I  noticed — yes.  there  was  one  I  neglected  to  say. 
Mr.  Dick  employed  Mr.  McElroy  after  he  came  in  to  look  after 
Milwaukee  affairs. 

Q.  Then  each  of  these  men  in  a  sense  conducted  their  own 
campaign  on  their  own  account  .' 

A.  Yes.  in  a  way.  each  of  tin  m.  The  money  that  was  sent  to 
Mr.  Dick  was  many  times,  and  I  guess  most  of  the  time,  turned 
over  to  Mr.  Lush  and  paid  out  by  him.  bi  cause  he  was  here  all 
Mie  time. 

Q.  Now.  these  items  that  you  have  here  on  this  expense  ac- 
count are  moneys  that  you  paid  out  to  these  parties  and  they 
used  the  moneys  during  the  progress  of  the  campaign  .' 

A.  Yes.     This  stateimnt  shows  the  amount  of  money,  the  per- 
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son  to  whom  paid,  and  the  purpose,  as  near  as  could  be  stated 
in  ,i  general  way,  for  which  it  was  paid.  Thai  money  was  paid 
by  me  to  the  meD  as  Indicated  hen  . 

(,).  What  agreemenl  did  you  have  with  these  men,  Mr,  Lush, 
Mr.  Stout.  Mr.  Dick  and  Mr.  Powell  as  to  wh.it  they  wer<  to  re- 
ceive for  their  services  and  how  they  were  to  conduci  the  cam- 
paign. 

A.  When  1  began  1  first  talked  with  Mr.  Lush  and  asked  him 
if  he  could  give  more  attention  to  getting  matters  in  prepara- 
tion; thai  was  right  early,  you  know,  there  wasn't  so  very  much 
to  do.  only  just  to  gather  names  and  begin  to  get  matters  in 
shape,  a  list  of  names  which  is  necessary,  you  understand, 
through  the  campaign.  And  he  began  that  work  and  he  said 
that  he  was  interested  in  the  matter,  he  had  been  a.  supporter  of 
mine  at  the  time  of  the  legislative  senatorial  contest,  and  he  said 
that  he  would  be  glad  to  take  hold  and  help.  There  was  no  ar- 
rangement made  with  him  about  what  he  should  receive  for  his 
compensation,  and  I  expected  to  pay  him  all  his  expenses,  and 
expected  possibly  some  time  to  pay  him  something,  but  there 
was  no  agreement.  I  asked  him  what  he  wanted.  He  said,  "I 
am  interested  in  tin  campaign  and  I  am  willing  to  take  hold  of 
tli;-  thing  and  devote  my  time  to  it  the  best  I  can."  There  was 
no  definite  agreement  made  with  him  as  to  what  compensation 
he  should  have. 

Q.  Well,  in  fact,  how  much  compensation  did  you  pay  Mr. 
Lush?  The  n  ason  I  ask  this  is,  instead  of  going  through  it  item 
by  item.  1  want  to  know  jiid  how  much  was  paid  as  compensa- 
tion and  how  much  he  used  in  the  campaign  proper. 

A.  I  understand.  T  paid  him,  that  went  direct  to  himself.  a1 
one  time  $200.  and  the  last  item  on  this  account  In  re  of  $1,000. 
That  was  for  expense's  and  services. 

Q.  That  would  make  $1,400  in  all? 

A.  No.  $200  and  a  thousand. 

Q.  That  is  all  that  he  has  received  as  compensation  for  his 
work  and  expenses  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  All  the  rest  of  these  items  that  appear  charged  to  Mr.  Lush 
were  used  in  the  campaign  ? 

A.  As  I  understand  it. 

12 
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(_).  Has  he  made  a  statement  to  you  in  de'ail  of  his  disburse- 
ments? 

A.  lie  reported  from  time  to  time,  he  would  send  me— he 
would  call  tor  some  money  and  send  a  statement  saying  that  he 
paid  out  for  so  and  SO,  giving  the  items,  and  that  he  had  SO  much 
balance  and  he  needed  more  money;  then  I  would  send  him  a 
cheek  to  he  used. 

(  ;.  Did  he  inform  you  in  detail  of  what  he  was  d  ling,  or  only 
i:i  a  general  way  ? 

A.  Of  what? 

O.    By  what  means  he  was  conducting  his  end  of  the  campaign  ? 

A.  Well,  earlier  in  the  campaign,  1  don't  knew  as  he  exp'ained 
particularly  in  detail,  but  1  knew  in  quite  a  general  way  that  he 
was  following  out  the  lines  that  we  talked  in  the  early  pari  of  it. 
but  of  course  it  was  a  matter  of  getting  together  these  names  and 
sort  of  laying  a  foundation  for  a  campaign  that  we  were  leading 
up  to  later  in  the  season. 

Q.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  he  h.:d  filed  an  account 
in  detail  of  the  money  expended? 

A.  I  have  had  a  statement  from  him  for  the  different  item-,  yes. 

Q-  Have  yon  that  here  ? 

A.  No.  sir,  I  have  not,  but  I  can  get  it.  1  in'ended  to  give 
the  committee  a  detailed  statement  of  all  the  expenditures  just 
as  far  as  1  had  it.  He  is  ready  at  any  time,  he  has  a  b  iok  of  ac- 
count and  a  statement,  I  mean  an  account  showing  in  detail  what 
use  was  made  of  the  money,  and  he  is  ready  at  any  'ime  to  app.ar 
before  the  committee  and  explain  as  far  as  he  is  able  to. 

O-  Were  these  disbursements  made  in  currency  or  by  check: 

A.  I  only  recall  two  payments  in  currency.  I  think  the  other- 
were  all  by  check.  I  paid  Mr.  Powell  two  payments  in  currency. 
one  of  $40  and  one  of  $60.  1  think  all  'he  rest,  as  1  rememher 
them,  I  can't  remember  positively,  were  by  check. 

O.  Have  you  the  checks  with  you? 

A.   I  have  not,  no,  sir. 

O-  Could  you  furnish  us  the  checks  and  the  stubs  and  vouchers? 

A.  Certainly.     I  can  furnish  anything  that  you  want. 

O-  The  same  request  has  been  made  of  the  other  candidate-. 
and  1  suppose  you  don't  care  to  be  made  an  exception. 

A.  I  would  like  to  be  treated  just  as  nicely  as  you  treated  the 
rest  of  them. 

O-   How  was  it  as  to  Mr.  Stout,  in  regard  to  his  compensation? 
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A.  Mr.  St<mt  was  interested  in  (he  campaign,  was  a  supporter 
of  mine  in  the  legislature  and  volunteered  to  devote  whatever  time 
he  could  spare  from  his  business  in  the  campaign  without  compen- 
satii  n  ;  all  he  asked  was  his  expenses. 

Q.  I  low  much  of  the  items  that  appear  Ik-it  to  have  been  paid 
•o  Mr.  Stout  was  returned  by  him  as  and  for  his  expenses?  Can 
you  give  us  that?  I  have  the  same  object  in  view,  with  a  view  of 
ascertaining  whit  money  paid  to  Mr.  Stout  went  into  the  cam- 
paign ? 

A.  Well,  the  whole  of  the  money  as  I  understand  it  went  into 
the  campaign. 

(  ).    No  part  of  that  for  his  personal  expenses? 

A.  Just  personal  expenses  while  he 

O-   Well,  that  would  he  a  part  of  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes.  that's  right. 

O-  Then  practically  all  of  the  money  paid  to  Mr.  Stout  went 
into  the  campaign  ? 

A.  Yes.  There  is  an  item  of  $93.55  along  toward  th."  last  of 
die  second  page,  now  he  wrote  me  and  said  that  that  was  the  bal- 
ance, and  I  sent  him  a  check  for  the  $93-55- 

O.  Did  he  give  you  a  detailed  statement  of  his  expenditures  in 
any  way? 

A.  He  reported  to  me  that  he  had  spent  the  money,  so  much 
for  this  purpose  and  so  much  for  that  purpose,  but  I  can  secure 
from  him  I  think  without  doubt  an  itemized  statement  of  just  ex- 
actly what  it  was  paid  for,  but  he  summed  it  up  when  he  reported 
to  me.  and  he  said  he  spent  so  much  for  traveling  expenses,  so 
much  for  postage,  so  much  for  stenographer,  and  so  much  for 
printing,  and  in  that  way.  You  see  a  great  portion  of  his  work 
was  in  writing  letters,  he  wrote  letters  around  to  people  he  was 
acquainted  with  and  others  that  he  had  names  of.  perhaps  a  few 
of  you  have  written  those  yourself,  you  know  what  kind  of  a  letter, 
to  create  a  favorable  atmosphere. 

O-  Not  for  the  uplift  alone  of  mankind,  but  for  the  advance- 
mem  of  your  candidacy? 

A.  Why,  certainly  for  the  uplift,  when  you  consider  who  he 
was  working  for. 

O-   'Web,  incidentally  for  the  uplift  of  the  candidate? 

A.  That  was  the  main 

Q.  Xow,  with  reference  to  the  items  that  were  paid  to  Mr. 
W.  H.  Dick,  what  part  of  that  did  he  receive  as  compensation? 
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A.   Not  anything. 

Q.   Not  anything? 

A.   No,  sir. 

( ).  All  went  into  the  campaign? 

A.  Mr.  Dick  made  no  charge  for  his  services  in  any  way. 

Q.  I  want  to  refer  back  to  Mr.  Stout.  Have  you  that  state- 
ment of  Mr.  S'out? 

A.  I  have  not.  I  have  the  statement,  but  I  haven't  it  here  with 
•me  now,  but  I  will  furnish  any  statement  that  the  committee  want-. 

Q.  I  wish  yon  would  do  !hat.     Mr.  Stout  lives  where." 

A.  At  Westboro. 

Q.  Mr.  Dick  lives  at  Xew  London,  and  Mr.  Lush  at  Madison. 
I  believe. 

(No  answer.) 

Q.  Now,  as  to  the  items  that  appear  here  in  this  statement 
as  to  the  amount  paid  to  W.  W.  Powell,  what  part  of  that 
went  into  the  campaign? 

A.  Well,  Mr.  Powell,  the  arrangement  with  him  was.  he  was 
to  receive  $35  per  week  and  expenses. 

<Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  weeks  : 

A.  No,  I  couldn't  tell  you.  Some  time  in  April  I  think  he 
began.     I  couldn't   tell  though. 

Q.   Did  he  file  a  statement  with  you.  senator? 

A.  Yes  sir.  The  first  payment  to  Mr.  Powell  is  on  April 
30th.     That  was  $60.     lie  began   about  that  time. 

Q.  And  continued  in  your  service  until  when? 

A.  Until  the  close  of  the  campaign. 

<Q.  Of  the  primary  campaign? 

A.  The  primary,  yes  sir. 

Q.  And  has  he  filed  a  statement  in  detail  of  the  expenditures 
of  money? 

A.  Yes  sir. 

^Q.  Have  you  that? 

A.  I  can   furnish  yon  that  statement,  yes  sir. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  include  that,  please.  Have  you  any 
personal  knowledge  in  what  manner  this  money  intrusted  to 
Mr.  Lnsh.  to  Mr  Stout.  Mr.  Dick  and  Powell,  was  used,  gener- 
ally, for  what  purposes? 

A.  I  paid  them  the  money  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  my 
candidacy  in  all  legal  and  lawful  manner,  and  each  one  of 
course  used  his  judgment  to  quite  an  extent  as  to  just  what  was 
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done.  Tin-  main  campaign  thai  we  carried  on  was  largely  thru 
the  mail.  We  sent  out  printed  matter  relating  to  the  cam- 
paign and  wrote  Letters  to  people  throughoul  the  state,  asking 
them  to  become  interested  in  the  campaign,  and  along  those 
lines;  a  Large  portion  of  the  money  was  spenl  Eor  printing  and. 
postage. 

(I  Did  yon  undertake  to  organize,  as  they  call  it.  the  entire 

state  by  connl  ies  .' 

A.   No  sir,  nut  — 1   don't    know   what    yon    mean,  yon   say   "as 
they  call  it." 

Q.  As  it  was  called  here  during  the  examination  this  morn- 
ing ' 

A. -Not  to  any  such  extent    as  was  indicated  this  morning. 

q.   Did  yon  have  paid  agents  in  every  precincl 

A.   No   sir. 

<^.  To  corral  the  indifferent  voter  and  make  him  vote?' 

A.  No  sir. 

Q.   ( >r  induce  him  to  vote  .' 

A.   No   sir. 

Q.  To  what   extent   did  your  organization   go? 

A.   Well,  do  yon  mean  as  related  to  the  whole  state? 

Q.   Yes.  as  related  to  the  whole  state.' 

A.  0,  a  very  small  percentage,  I  couldn't  say  the  amount. 

Q.  I  mean  was  it  reduced  down  to  precinct  workers? 

A.  0,  I  think  in  some  instances  they  had  some  precinct 
workers,  some  of  the  counties  there  was  nothing  done,  only 
just  in  a  general  way — in  a  majority  of  the  counties,  you  might 
say.  in  a  general  way.  As  I  say,  de  depended  a  great  deal  upon 
the  mail,  work  from  the  standpoint  of  the  mail.  We  figured 
that  for  the  same  expenditure  we  could  reach  a  larger  number 
of  people  in  that  way.  I  think  that  was  the  general  policy  of 
the  management.  Hut  there  was  an  attempt  at  organization 
at  some  places  wherever  they  thought  it  was  necessary,  they 
arranged  to  have  workers  and  men  in  charge,  etc.  Xow7  for 
instance.  in  Milwaukee,  Mr.  Dick  thought  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  they  should  have  some  one  for  Milwaukee  County, 
and  for  that  reason  he  engaged  Mr.  McElroy  to  take  charge  in 
Milwaukee,  and  the  matters  in  Milwaukee  County  were  left 
largely  to  him  under  what  general  directions  Mr.  Dick  might. 
give  him. 
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Q.  How  much  was  Mr.  MicElroy  paid  for  organizing  Mil- 
waukee  County/     If  you   will   kindly   look  through  the  list? 

A.  i  think  this  accounl  shows  $3,500,  but  I  think  Mr.  Dick 
paid  him  $500. 

Q.   Besides.' 

A.   I   think  so. 

Q.  So  thai  in  all  McElroy,  according  to  this  statement,  ex- 
pended— 

A.  He  received  $4.0(10.  I  notice  in  an  item  there  that  there 
was  a  difference  in  that  of  $500  and  I  concluded  thai  Mr.  Dick 
had  transferred  the  $500  to  him. 

Q.  Was  this  $4.oiio  ;ill  used  entirely  in  the  campaign,  or  was 
any  part  Of  that  compensation  for  the  labor  or  services  of  Mr. 
McElroy  ? 

A.  I  think  a  portion  of  it  was  applied  on  his  service 

Q.  Did  Mr.  McElroy  make  a  statement  ? 

A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  that  statement  also! 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  please  include  it  with  the  rest? 

A.  Yres.  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  say  as  to  the  legitimacy  or  propriety  of  ex- 
pending several  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  organizing  a  state. 
as  to  whether  that  is  within  the  spirit  of  the  primary  election 
law  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  it  is  within  the  spirit  of  the  primary  election 
law.  and  I  think  very  large  expenditures  of  money  in  an  elec- 
tion would  be  against  good  public  policy,  even  though  legally 
done.  I  think  it  would  not  be  in  the  best  interest  of  good  gov- 
ernment. That  is  my  individual  opinion.  That  is  what  you  arc 
asking  for  .' 

,  Q.  Yes.  that  is  what  T  am  asking  for.  What  bearing  or  influ- 
ence the  expenditure  of  great  sums  of  money  like  that,  say  a 
hundred  or  two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  have  upon  the  result 
of  a  primary  campaign,  so  far  as  it  registers  the  true  sense  or 
sentiment  of  the  voters  of  a  community  .' 

A.  Well,  that,  of  course,  is  a  very  difficult  question  to  answe* 
for  the  reason  that  so  much  depends  on  the  use  that  that  money 
is  put  to. 

Q.  Well,  take  this  proposition,  that  men  are  hired  for  money 
to  attend  the  polls,  to  pursuade  and  induce  voters  to  come  out 
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and  vote  for  their  particular  candidate,  and  thai  money  is  con- 
tributed to  oewspapers  for  the  purpose  of  influencing  tin    edi- 
torial sentiment  of  the  publisher,  and  money  used  to  pay  mem 
bers  of  the  Legislature   to   aid    in    the   securing   of  oames,  and 
things  of  thai  kind  .' 

A.  What  influence  would  that  have  as  a  matti  r  of  public  pol- 
icy .' 

<L>.  Whether  this  expenditure  of  money  in  that  manner  would 
have  any  influence  in  tin  way  of  preventing  the  real  ssntimenl 
of  thi   people  of  iIh'  state  being  registered  al  tin1  polls? 

A.  It'  those  men  used  undue  influence  and  misrepresented  the 
fads,  it  of  course  would  have  tin-  effecl  of  deceiving  tin'  people 
and  would  not  register  their  opinion.  Thosi  are  far-reaching 
questions  thai  you  are  asking  me. 

Q.   Well,  we  dipped  into  that  somewhal  this  morning — 

A.  I  understand,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  thought  a  little 
befor<   answering. 

<t».  You  have  been  a  member  of  the  senate? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

<L>.  What  do  you  say  as  to  the  Legal  or  moral  effeel  of  the  pri- 
mary election  law  upon  the  duty  of  a  membi  r  of  the  legislature 
to  vote  either  for  or  against  the  nominee  <>r  the  person  receiving 
the  majority  of  th<   votes  cast  at  the  primary  election  .' 

A.  Please  read  the  question. 

(  Question  read.  I 

Q.  When  thi-  primary  election  was  under  consideration  in  the 
Legislature — you  are  referring  now  to  United  States  senator? 

Q.  Yes.  sir. 

A.  — the  question  of  including  United  States  senator  came 
late  in  tin1  discussion,  and  the  hill  was  discussed  over,  as  yon 
know,  two  sessions,  and  the  thought  and  intent  of  tin  legislature 
at  that  time,  according  to  my  opinion,  was  to  provide  some 
means  whereby  you  could  get  an  «  xpression  of  the  people  in  tin1 
matter  of  choosing  candidates  for  office,  and  as  far  as  that  was 
possible  eliminate  any  opportunity  for  diverting  or  preventing 
an  honest  expression  of  the  people  in  the  selection  of  candidates. 

Q.  Well,  what  was  the  direct  effect  of  that  law  so  far  as  it 
contravened  the  provision  of  the  constitution. 

A.  Well,  T  hadn't  finished. 

Q.  Pardon  me.     T  withdraw  the  question. 
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A.  When  we  came  to  the  consideration  of  the  Law,  the  ques- 
tion of  United  States  senator  was  added  to  the  bill,  and  as  I  re- 
call  the  provision  now.  it  says  thai  United  States  senators  shall 
be  nominated  the  same  as  state  officers.  My  understanding  of 
that  was  that  the  man  who  received  the  largesl  number  of  votes 
would  be  the  nominee  of  the  party  for  any  office  thai  he  stood 
for  under  the  primary,  including  United  States  senator.  I  think 
that  if  the  United  States  senatorship  provision,  possibly  being  in 
a  different  class,  it  should  have  been  enlarged,  the  provisions  re- 
lating to  that  should  have  been  enlarged  a  little  more,  bul  ii 
simply  states  "the  same  as  state  officers,"  and  my  understanding 
of  it  was  that  the  man  reci  iving  the  largesl  number  of  votes  be- 
came the  party  nominee  for  United  State;  senator.  Does  that 
answer  your  qui  stinn  ! 

Q.  That  answers  it  partially.  Now.  do  you  understand  that 
that  imposes  a  legal  duty  or  a  moral  duty  only  upon  the  party 
representatives  in  the  legislature.' 

A.  The  constitution  provides  how  United  States  senators  may 
be  elected.  A  statute  cannot  change  the  constitution,  and  the 
constitution  has  not  been  changed. 

Q.  Therefore,  does  or  doe.-;  not  this  matter  become  a  matter  to 
In-  settled  by  a  member  of  the  legislature  according  to  what  he 
conceives  to  he  his  moral  duty  in  the  matter?  T  am  asking  this 
question  especially  with  reference  to  the  result  of  the  late  pri- 
mary dection  and  the  question  of  whether  or  not  the  nomination 
was  fairly  or  honorably  obtained  ? 

A.  What  you  seek  is  my  opinion  as  to  who  shall  be  the  judgt 
of  the  regularity  of  a  primary  election — is  that  right? 

Q.  Yes.  sir.  that's  right  .' 

A.  My  opinion  on  that  subject  would  be  that  the  members  of 
the  party  of  the  nominee  be  the  judges  of  the  regularity  of  the 
primary  in  their  party. 

Q.  Now.  going  back  to  this  stat<  ment  of  expenses.  Senator 
Hatton.  I  find  the  name  outside  of  those  alreaely  gone  over,  is 
H.  C.  ("lark.  $10.  Can  you  state  for  what  purpose  that  was 
paid  .' 

A.  Mr.  Powell  engaged  Mr.  (Mark  in  Milwaukee,  and  I  think 
th(  first  work  he  gave  him  to  do  was  circulating  nomination 
pa peis.  but  I  am  not  sure.  T  am  not  familial1  with  what  he  diel. 
He  was  under  Mr.  Powell.  Mr.  Powell  made  arrangements  with 
uim. 
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<L>.   Bui  you  paid  the  money  directly  to  Mr.  Clark? 
A.  .Mr.  Powell  wruti   to  me  asking  me  to  send  Mr.  Chirk  $10, 
and  I  did  so. 

(  ).   I  see  Mr.  Clark's  name  appears  at  least  once  more 

A.    I  think  it  is  twice  after  that. 

(  ).  The  second  item  is  covered  by  the  answer  to  the  first? 

A.  The  same  answer  relating  to  Mr.  Clark. 

Q.  Here  is  George  Matloon,  $25.  is  that  the  only  item  ? 

A.  No,  1  think  there  are  two  or  three  items  to  Mattoon,  but  Mr. 
Powell  engaged  Mr.  Mattoon  the  same  as  Mr.  Clark. 

O.   For  what  purpose,  do  you  know — or  don't  yon  know  ? 

A.  No,  I  don't  know,  just  in  a  general  way  in  the  main.  I  think 
the  firs'  work  they  were  doing  was  circulating  nomination  papers, 
but  I  am  not  sure. 

().     Where  did  Mr.  Clark  live? 

A.   I  believe  he  lived  in  Milwaukee. 

Q.   Mr.  Mattoon? 

A.   1  think  Mr.  Mattoon  lived  in  Milwaukee. 

0-  The  next  name  on  the  list  is  F.  Canabis,  $25? 

A.  The  same  answer  would  apply  to  him.  Mr.  Powell  made 
arrangements  with  him. 

Q.  Does  he  live  in  Milwaukee  also? 

A.  No,  I  think  he  lives  down  in  the  southwest  part  of  the  sate 
somewhere,  hut  I  don't  know  his  address. 

Q-  Here  is  the  name  of  W.  L.  Honser.  $50.  Does  that  name 
appear  only  once  on  the  list  or  oftener.J 

A.  I  don't  recall  it's  appearing  but  once. 

Q-  What  was  that  paid  f <  >r  ? 

A.  Mr.  Houser  was  paid  for  expenses,  his  personal  expenses  in 
traveling  about  the  state. 

Q.  On  the  second  page  I  guess  you  hav  gone  over  all  these 
items.     The  name  of  F.  Hess.     Where  does  Mr.  Hess  live  ? 

A.   Mr.  Hess  lives  at  Waupaca. 

O.  He  is  charged  with  $50,  what  was  that  paid  for,  do  you 
know,  the  first  item  on  the  second  page? 

A.  I  recall  Mr.  Hess.  Mr.  Hess  came  to  me  and  said  he  would 
like  to  do  some  work.  He  is  a  man  that  I  have  known  for  several 
years ;  he  said  he  would  like  to  do  some  work  in  the  campaign,  and 
I  arranged  with  him  to  go  around  in  the  smaller  towns  in  the 
northern  part  of  the  state  where  he  was  acquainted  to  >ee  the  peo- 
ple that  he  was  acquainted  with  and  do  what  he  could  to  promote 
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the  campaign,  and  this  was  for  expenses  and  his  personal  pay  thai 
he  was  to  have. 

( ).  Did  he  ever  render  you  an  account  f<  r  his  services? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O-  Have  you  that  account  also? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  kindly  include  that  with  the  rest? 

A.  Yes.  ' 

(.).    Here  is  E.  G.  1  Iudnall.  $25  and  $50 

A.    llndnall  I  think  is  on  there  three  times. 

(  ).   1  low  much  is  it  in  all,  if  you  know? 

A.    1  don't  know,  but  i*'s  something  about  $500  I  think. 

Q.  $446.54  and  $25  and  $50.  Will  you  kindly  state  what  that 
was  paid  to  Mr.  Hudnall  for? 

A.  It  was  paid  to  Mr.  Hudnall  for  expenses  of  the  campaign  in 
the  northwest  part  of  the  state. 

Q-   Did  Mr.  Hudnall  render  you  an  account.' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q-  Have  you  that  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Include  that  with  the  rest.  I  don't  want  to  repeat  that  all 
the  time. 

A.  It  isn't  necessary.  All  that  is  necessary  is  to  tell  me  what 
you  want.     I  will  bring  all  those  things. 

O.  What  was  that  used  for,  if  you  know,  what  particular  work  ? 

A.  I  can't  recall  now.  He  sent  just  a  general  statement,  say- 
ing  so  much  for  this  and  so  much  for  that,  it  was  campaigning,  he 
received  nothing  for  his  services,  just  expenses  in  the  campaign. 

Q.  T.  AI.  Thomas,  $50. 

A.  T.  M.  Thomas  lives  at  Ladysmith.  He  did  work  in  the  cam- 
paign, was  a  supporter  of  mine  when  T  was  a  candidate  for  the 
'legislature,  and  that  is  expense  money.  You  will  notice  the  item 
at  the  hist,  thirty  odd  dollars. 

Q.   Are  'here  two  items  to  Mr.  Thomas? 

A.   Yes,  thirty  some  dollars  I  think. 

Q.  $31.36? 

A.  That  was  the  balance.  He  wrote  and  told  me  that  was  Un- 
balance for  expense-. 

Q.  If  you  have  that  will  you  please  include  it? 

A.   Yes,  sir 

<  ).  T.  I'.  Rusen. 
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A.  Thai  is  a  printing  bill. 

(  ).  (  ).  Rotan,  postal  cards  S 1 4<  . 

A.  That  is  for  just  what  i*  says,  postal  cards. 

(  ).  Was  that  for  postal  cards  purchased  by  him — is  that  it/ 
'    A.   No,  he  is  a  photographer.     He  prepared  the  postal  cards. 

O.  C.  C.  Harney. 

A.  G.  C.  rjarney  was  a  man  that  was  engaged  in  the  cam]  aign. 
I  think  .Mr.  Dirk  employed  him.  I  am  not  sure,  Mr.  Did    ■  r     !- 
Powell. 

O-   What  was  his  duties,  if  yon  know  : 

A.  Inst  general,  T  don't  know,  assisting  in  a  general  w;  y,  or- 
ganizing. 

(  >    |  [ess — J  d,,n't  know  whether  we  have  covered  th;  1  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  have  mentioned  Hess. 

(j.  Well,  all  these  items  are  answered  1  y  voir  answer  to  the  first 
item,  as  to  Mr.  1  re?s? 

A.  Yes.  Those  are  just  the  amounts  I  paid  him  at  different 
times. 

O-    For  the  same  work  'he  same  duties? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  A.  Carle,  $lO. 

A.  He  is  a  man  that  lives  in  New  London.  He  did  rome  work 
distributing  some  printed  matter,  or  something  of  that  kind.  Thft 
was  the  only  item  that  was  paid  him.  some  expenses  that  he  in- 
curred in  that  work. 

O.  The  nexf  was  Cantwell  Printing  Company,  $2,214.78? 

A.  That  is  the  printing  company  here  in  Madison.  That 
expense  of  course  was  incurred  here  and  I  sent  a  check  for  the 
amount.     They  0.  K.'d  the  cheek. 

Q.  That  wiis  a  bill  for  job  printing? 

A.  Y.s. 

Q.  C.  E.  Broughton. 

A.  Broughton  is  a  man  that  Mr.  Dick  engaged  to  look  after 
affairs  about  the  Fond  du  Lac  territory. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  statement  from  Mr.  Broughton  of  the 
manner  in  which  he  expended  that  money? 

A.  This  amount  that  was  paid  to  him? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  believe  I  have. 

Q.  You  have  no  personal  knowledge? 

A.  O,  no.  only  just  that  he  rendered  a  statement. 
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(^.   Will  vim  please  include  that  with  the  rest? 

A.   Yrs  sir. 

Q.  "Castle    Pierce   Printing  Co.  $7.25?" 

A.  That  was  printing  at  Oshkosh  ;  something  that  was  0.  K'd 
by  someone  who  ordered  it  printed. 

Q.  "D.   H.   Burnham,  $35.25." 

A.  Tliat  is  a  printing  hill. 

Q.  Where  does  Mr.  Burnham  live? 

A.  lie  lives  in  Waupaca. 

Q.   Newspaper  publisher,  or  job  printer? 

A.   Both. 

<L>.  "<;.  C.   Harney,  $46.54?" 

A.  I  answered  relating  to  Harney. 

Q.  "C.  W.   Miller?" 

A.  Miller  is  a  man  employed  in  the  campaign  in  a  general 
way.  I  don't  know  whether  Mr.  Dick  employed  him.  or 
Mr.  McElroy,  or  Mr.  Powell.  Some  of  them  employed  him,  and 
used  Ti i i n  in  a  general  way  about  the  campaign. 

Q.  You   have  no  personal  knowledge  of  his  services? 

A.  Oh,  no.  not  at  all.  That  amount  was  0.  K.'d,  and  I  sent 
a  check  for  the  amount. 

Q.  Have  you  rec<  ived  a  statement  of  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  expended  1 

A.  I  think  part  of  it.  I  don't  know  as  I  have  it  all.  because 
it  seems  to  me  he  said  he  had  lost  some  of  the  items,  but  in 
general  I  think  the  statement  is  then',  among  the  rest. 

Q.  "Ed  Trudell,  $45?" 

A.  That  was  some  bill  that  was  0.  K.'d  by  Mr.  Dick.  I  think. 

Q.   Have  you  statements  in  all  cases? 

A.  In  that  v.atter  of  Trudell.  if  I  recall,  I  think  it  was  a  bal- 
ance that  was  clu^  Mr.  Trudell.  and  Mr.  Dick,  I  believe,  0.  K.'d 
the  bill,  and  I  sent  him  a  check  for  the  amount.  It  was  for 
some  work  he  was   doing  someplace. 

Q.  In  order  to  shorten  this  I  will  say  that  in  case  you  have 
not  a  statement  of  the  manner  in  which  it  was  expended,  will 
you  just  point  those  out? 

A.  Any  time  you  call  on  me,  anything  you  don't  understand. 
[  will  see  that  it  is  hunted  up. 

Q.  Here  is  "John  Wilcox.  $10." 

A.  That  was  for  some  expenses  in  distributing  printed  mat- 
ter, I  think. 
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Q.  "J.  A.  Stone,  $42." 

A.  Thai  was  Eor  various  little  items.  The  bill  was  0.  K.'d 
by  Mir.  Dick.  or  whoever  authorized  it. 

<L>.   You   don't    know   tin-  nature  of  the  services? 

A.   No. 

Q.  "(i.  E.  Wood,  $42." 

A.  That  is  the  same.  Some  bill,  relating  to  little  items  of 
expenses,  1  suppose  and  perhaps  Eor  services,  just  as  it  hap- 
pened. 

({.  ••\Y.   S.   Braddock,  $8.8;")." 

A.  That  I  think  was  Eor—  it  seems  to  me — I  won't  say  it  ia 
made  up  of  a  couple  of  little  items  of  expenditure  which  he 
made. 

Q.  '-J.  II.  Axtell,  $31.27." 

A.  That  is  the  same:  various  little  items  of  expenses,  print- 
ing and  postage,  and  small  items  he  paid  out. 

Q.  "M.  11.  Whitaker,  $42.85." 

A.  That  is  some  man  that  was  employed  by  some  of  those 
men.      He  rendered  a  bill,  and  they  0.  K.'d  it. 

Q.  "W.  F.  Gruetzmacher,  $9." 

A.  That  is  the  same  class. 

Q.  "M.  P.  Stengen.  $75." 

A.  Stengen  I  think  was  a  man  that  Mr.  Dick  employed.  I 
think  he  lives — 

Q.  He  lives  at  Madison,  does  he  not.' 

A.  Yes.  I  think  in  this  county. 

Q.  "L.  M.  Skavlen,  $36." 

A.  That  is  the  same.     I  don't  know  what  it  is. 

Q.  "C.  IT.  Stevens.  $92.65." 

A.  I  think  that  was  for  expenses,  little  items  of  expense.  7 
think  he  rendered  a  bill  for  it. 

Q.  "Sullivan  Printing  Co..  $85."  That  I  suppose  was  Eor 
printing? 

A.  That  is  for  printing,  yes. 

Q.  "Walter  Mayer.  $340." 

A.  That  I  think  Mas  for  printing  electrotypes. 

Q.  "Where  does  he  live? 

A.  It  is  a  printing  company.  I  don 't  know  whether  thai  is  in 
Madison  or  Milwaukee.  It  is  a  large  printing  company,  or 
lithograph  company. 

Q.  "E.  F.  Dithmar.  $21." 
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A.  Thai  is  the  same,  for  Little  personal  items  of  expense. 

Q.  "  U.  S.  Express  Co. "     [  suppose  that  is  for  express.     II.  M. 

Allen,  $46." 

A.  Thai   I  think  was  a  bill  for  cigars. 

Mr.  Bray:  Are  these  expenses  thai  the  Senator  paid  per- 
sonally '! 

A.  Hills  1  paid  personally.  The  hills  came  at  Hie  close  of 
the  campaign.  Bills  of  that  kind  that  they  ().  KM.  and  the  hill 
was  sent  to  me,  and   I  would  send  them  a  check. 

Senator  Husting:  Possibly  the  committee  don'1  care  to  go 
through  all  these  items. 

Mr.  Bray:     It  is  not  very  material. 

Witness:  I  paid  those  hills,  as  stated  there,  and  on  the  < ).  K. 
of  some  one  who  incurred  them,  that  I  had  confidence  in.  who 
knew  what  they  were  for  and  knew  that  they  were  right. 

Senator  Marsh:     And  you  have  those  statements  at  home? 

A.  I  think  in  nearly  all  the  instances  I  have  them.  If  I 
haven't,  them  I  can  make  an  effort  to  get  them.  If  it  was  some- 
thing I  didn't  know  what  it  was.  I  wouldn't  pay  it  until  for 
instance  Mr.  Powell,  if  he  made  arrangements  with  somebody 
to  do  something,  and  they  brought  in  a  little  bill,  1  would  turn 
it  back  to  him  and  ask  him  to  explain  what  it  was  for.  and  ( >.  K. 
the  bill. 

The  Chairman:  It  is  your  understanding  that  you  will  send 
the  committee  all  those  statements' 

A.  Anything  the  committee  calls  for  I  am  at  their  service, 
to  aid  them  to  understand  what  this  was  spent  for.  In  mak- 
ing this  statement  1  attempted  to  comply  with  the  law.  and  to 
give  you  the  amount  that  was  paid,  in  a  general  way.  and  what 
purpose  it  Avas  paid  for.  as  far  as  I  was  able  to  say. 

By  Air.  Hambrecht : 

Q.  The  call  was  made  for  those,  and  1  suppose  it  would  be  a 
good  idea  to  have  them  filed. 

A.  I  have  no  objection.  Anything  I  have  T  am  willing  to 
turn  over;  and  anything  I  haven't  got  I  will  try  and  secure. 

.Ah-.  I  lusting:  The  request  stated,  of  course,  that  we  would 
like  to  have  you  bring  in  with  you  all  the  checks,  books,  vouch- 
ers, statements,  and  anything  and  everything  pertaining  to  the 
campaign. 
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A.  Certainly.  I  was  pleased  to  gel  an  invitation  to  coine 
down.  I  did  qo1  perhaps  read  the  Letter  very  carefully.  I 
knew,  in  a  general  way.  whal  you  wauled,  and  I  am  ready  to 
furnish  anything  I  have  got.  And  any  of  these  men  thai  I 
know  are  connected  with  it  I  know  are  ready  to  come  before 
committee  and  explain  everything,  without  even  the  necessity 
of  a  formal  subpoena  ;  just  on  (all.  I  think  any  <>l  them  will  he 
ready  t :»  come  and  explain  anything  thai  they  know  about. 

By  Senator   Husting: 

Q.  In  the  statement  that  you  filed,  or  that  is  on  file,  you  did 
not  include  some  of  these  items.  Was  it  because  you  did  not 
know  these  additional  expenditures,  or  what.' 

A.  I  think  when  I  Hied  the  statement  I  tiled  a  statement  of  all 
that  !  knew  connected  with  the  campaign  at  that  time.  I  had 
vvritti  o  to  these  different  men.  and  told  them  when  I  saw  them. 
that  1  did  not  want  any  hills  left  unsettled,  to  clean  everything 
up,  pay  everything  up.  when  they  got  through  with  the  cam- 
paign; and  I  supposed  that  they  had.  Of  course,  as  these  hills 
came  in  I  would  refer  them  hack,  and  let  them  O.  K.  them,  and 
pay  them. 

Q.  Ye  i  interpreted  tin  law.  did  you  not.  that  you  were 
obliged  to  tile  your  hills  within    thirty    days    after  the  primary 

election  '. 

A.  1  thought  the  spirit  of  the  law  was  to  tile  the  hill  within 
thirty  days,  and  I  did  so. 

Q.  Now,  with  these  additional  expenses,  what  is  the  total  of 
your  hill  .'     What  is  the  total  of  your  expense  hill  .' 

A.   1  have  not  footed  it  up.  the  last  you  have. 

Mr.  Bray :     $30,082.07. 

Witiess:  Tt  was  my  intention.— when  T  filed  this  statement 
T  didn't  know  anything  about  any  question  of  investigation,  of 
course.  Tt  was  my  intention,  and  I  filed  this  statement  within 
the  time  complying  witli  the  law  as  T  understood  it.  and  I  in- 
tended to  get  together  these  items  particularly  explaining  these 
expenditures  that  T  did  not  have  at  that  time,  and  file  as  com- 
plete a  statement  subsequently  as  it  was  possible  for  me  to  make; 
a  supplemental  statement,  that  would  explain,  as  far  as  I  was 
able  to,  any  of  these  larger  items. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  filed  your  campaign  expenses  had  you  re- 
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eeived  from  your  managers  the  statemenl  of  their  expenses  of 
the  campaign,  so  far  as  they  knew.' 

A.    I   had  only   pari. 

Q.  When  did  you  finally  settle  up.  I  mean  when  did  you  first 
become  acquainted,  with  the  exception  of  these  last  items,  with 
the  amount  that  your  agents  had  disbursed  for  you  in  the  cam- 
paign :' 

A.  Oh,  I  couldn't  tell  you  that. 

Q.  You  did  know  about  the  amount,  did  you  not,  before  you 
filed  your  statement  with  the  secretary  '.  You  knew  about  what 
your  campaign  had  cost  you.' 

A.  When  I  filed  the  statement  I  thought  I  had  included 
everything  that  had  been  incurred,  all  the  expenses  that  had 
been  incurred.     I  thought  I  had  spent  enough,  at  that. 

By  .Air.  Hambrecht: 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  when  it  was  you  filed  the  state- 
ment, your  campaign  statement ;  how  long  after  the  primary  : 

A.  Why,  the  statement  will  show  the  date. 

Q.  October  1st.  it  shows.  That  was  one  month  after  the  pri- 
mary. 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  You  used  due  diligence  to  find  out  all  your  expenses  up  to 
that   time  .' 

A.  Why.  I  don't  know  what  might  be  called  "due  diligence." 
1  expected  that  when  I  had  tiled  the  statement  that  there  had 
been  sufficient  time  for  the  bills  to  come  in.  and  I  supposed  that 
they  were  in. 

Q.   Hut  they  were  not.  in  fact,  all  in  at  that  time  ] 

A.   Xo.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  thirty  days  was  long  enough  to  get  all 
the  data  necessary  to  file  a  complete  statement? 

A.  Why.  if  the  expenses,  all  these  different  expenses,  had  be<  n 
incurred  by  me.  why.  I  would  think  that  it  might  be. 

<v>.  From  the  fact  that  the  expenses  necessarily  could  not  all 
be  incurred  by  the  candidate,  but  would  have  to  be  incurred  by 
agents;  taking  that  into  consideration,  do  you  think  that  thirty 
days  is  a  long  enough  time  in  which  to  give  the  candidate  time 
to  file  a  complete  statement  '. 

A.  Well,  it  might  be  better  if  there  was  a  longer  time.     The 
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law  states  thai  they  shall  be  filed  within  thirty  days.  The  spirit 
nt'  the  law  was  what   I  answered,  yon  understand. 

(v).  You  were  in  the  legislature  ;it  the  time  the  primary  elec- 
tion Jaw  was  passed,  were  you  Q01  .' 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

ty.  A1  chat  time  did  you  know  what  the  general  opinion  of 
the  legislature  was  as  to  the  purpose  of  asking-  the  senatorial 
candidates  to  go  before  the  people  in  primary,  instead  of  haying 
the  legislature  elect,  as  heretofore? 

A.  1  think  1  stated  a  while  ago.  thai  the  general  purpose,  as 
I  understood  it,  was  that  they  might  get  an  expression  of  the 
whole  body  of  the  people,  by  having  a  direct  primary. 

Q.  Was  it  your  understanding  at  that  time,  when  you  were 
in  the  legislature  .  that  the  person  who  received  the  greatest  num- 
ber of  votes  would,  as  a  matter  of  course,  be  ratified  by  the  legis- 
lature;  or  did  you  have  an  idea  that  it  would  be  an  open 
question  to  be  gone  into,  just  as  if  the  primary  law  had  not 
been  passed  .' 

A.  My  understanding  of  the  intent  was  to  niakt  a  nomina- 
tion, providing,  of  course,  it  was  regular  and  legal,  and  barring 
fraud  and  irregularities;  that  the  person  receiving  the  plurality 
would  bi  the  party  nominee  before  the  legislature;  and  I 
thought  that  the  legislature  would  elect  the  man  receiving  the 
largest  number.  Otherwise  I  would  hardly  go  about  and  sp<  nd 
so  much  money. 

Q.  That  is  what  1  was  leading  up  to.  When  you  went  into  the 
campaign  then  you  went  into  it  with  an  idea  that  if  you  had 
received  the  greatest  number  of  votes  that  you  would,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  course,  have  been  elected  United  States  senator  by  this 
h  gislature  ! 

A.  I  expected  to  be.  certainly. 

Q.  Did  you  expect  at  that  time  that  any  of  the  legislators 
would  vote  according  to  their  district  vote;  or  was  it  your  un- 
d<  ^standing  that  the  legislature  would  ratify  the  choice  as  ex- 
pressed by  the  state  at  large.' 

A.  The  law  says  "Nominated  the  same  as  state  officers." 

O.  I  know  the  law  says  that.      1  want  your  understanding. 

A.  My  understanding  was  that  the  state  of  Wisconsin  was  a 
unit  in  the  election  of  United  States  senator;  and  the  state 
officers' — being  the  same  as  state  officers  naturally  we  would  con- 
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sider  the  state  as  a  unit :  therefore  having  the  plurality  in  the  unit 
he  would  be  the  nominee. 

Q.  The  matter  was  brought   up  a  little  while  ago  as  to  the 

moral  duty  as  distinguished  from  the  legal  duty  of  legislators. 
Was  it  the  intention  of  the  legislature  to  make  that  distinction. 
or  was  it  a  distinction  that  was  forced  upon  them:  'Idle  differ- 
ence between  the  moral  and  legal  duty  of  the  legislature  in  elect- 
ing a  United  States  senator,  by  reason  of  the  federal  statutes. 
My  idea  was  this:  Was  it  the  intention  of  the  legislature  to  put 
Up  that  legal  barrier,  so  that  the  legislature  might  still  hold  that. 
or  was  that  a  condition  that  was  considered  as  unfortunate,  and 
would  have  to  remain;  and  that  they  went  as  far  as  possible  in 
taking  it  out  of  the  hands  of  the  legislature  at  the  time? 

A.  I  think  the  natural  drift  is,  whether  wisely  or  unwisely,  to- 
ward the  direct  election  of  United  States  senators.  The  legisla- 
ture, making  the  law.  of  course,  takes  into  consideration  its  limi- 
tation always  ;  and  there  was  no  thought,  nor  no  one  advanced 
any  theory  of  what  would  he  done  or  could  be  done  in  case  that 
was  not  there.  They  took  the  conditions  as  they  found  them,  and 
provided  for  the  nomination,  knowing,  of  course,  that  there  are 
limitations  placed  upon  them. 

O.  We  have  been  speaking  of  the  spirit  of  the  law.  and  the 
moral  duty  in  this  connection,  and  1  was  wondering  whether  that 
was  in  the  minds  of  the  legislators  that  this  was  a  barrier  that 
they  wished  to  fall  back  on.  or  whether  that  was  simply  a  barrier 
that  limited  the  length  to  which  they  could  go.  In  other  words, 
in  passing  that  law  was  it  the  intention  to  take  it  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  legislature  as  far  as  possible? 

A.  Well,  of  course  that  is  a  very  difficult  question  to  answer, 
because,  as  I  stated  once  before.  I  do  not  think  there  was  as  much 
consideration  given  to  the  question  of  the  nomination  of  United 
States  senator  as  there  would  have  been  if  that  had  been  brought 
up  earlier  in  the  discussion;  and  therefore,  there  was  not  very 
much  discussion  relating  to  the  effect,  as  I  recollect  it  now — relat- 
ing to  the  United  States  senatorship. 

(  ).  But  am  I  correct  in  stating,  as  a  broad  theory,  that  the 
legislature  wanted  to  tale  it  out  of  the  hands  of  the  legislature, 
and  put  it  into  the  hands  of  the  people  so  far  as  possible,  under 
the  legal  restrictions? 

A.  There,  of  course,  must  of  necessity  have  been  a  sentiment 
in   favor  of  the  direct  election  of  United  States  senator,  or  they 
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would  not  have  gone  thai  far.  I  am  not  undertaking  to  avoid 
your  questii  >n,  y<  >u  understand.  The  point  I  am  getting  at  is  this : 
It  is  very  hard  to  state  what  was  in  the  mind  of  the  legislature  at 
that  time;  and  much  more  difficult  than  relating  n>  some  other 
officers,  because  that  part  was  not  discussed  very  thoroughly. 

<a).  It  \v;is  in  your  mind.  h»>\\ rever,  when  you  became  a  can- 
didate for  United  States  senator  thai  il  would  be  ratified,  as  a 
matter  of  course  .' 

A.  I  expected  thai  the  law  would  be — providing  thai  the 
nomination  was  regularly  conducted,  thai  the  man  receiving 
the  nomination  would  be  elected  by  the  Legislature. 

Q.  I  think  you  made  the  statement  early  in  your  examination 
that  the  purpose  was  to  gel  al  the  real  sentiment  of  the  people 
so  far  as  possibli — that  that  was  one  of  the  purposes  in  the 
primary  .' 

A.   In   passing  the  primary  law   I   think  that  is  true 

Q.  And  was  this  measure  passed  with  an  idea  of  getting  at 
that  real  sentiment,  as  far  as  the  then  legislature  saw  it  ? 

A.  You   are  speaking  now  of  me   individually? 

Q.  No,  so  far  as  you  know  the  sentiment  of  the  legislature. 
Was  that  the  general  impression  among  the  legislators  at  that 
time  that  that  was  the  means  of  getting  at  the  real  sentiment 
fit'  the  people  in  this  matter? 

A.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  they  thought  so;  for  they 
finally  submitted  the  primary  law  to  a  vote  of  the  people,  as 
to  whether  they  would  adopt  it  or  not. 

Q.  That  was  one  of  the  campaign  arguments  used  for  its 
adoption,  was  it  not,  during  the  campaign  in  which  the  primary 
was  an  issue,  when  it  was  submitted  to  the  people? 

A.  "What  was  one  of  the  arguments.' 

Q.  That  it  was  a  means  of  getting  the  real  sentiment  of  the 
people  on  the  election  of  United  States  senators.' 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  that  I  recall  very  much  relating  tu 
United  States  senators.  I  think  it  was  discussed  in  a  general 
way  more  than  it  was  particularly  in  regard  to  United  States 
senators.  There  is  no  denying  the  fact,  we  all  know,  that  there 
is  a  sentiment  abroad  for  the  popular  election  of  United  States 
senators. 

By  Mr.  Whitman: 

Q.  Upon  what  theory.  Senator,  do  you  hold  that  the  preroga- 
tive of  electing  a  United  States  senator  was  taken  from  the  lea  is- 
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Lature,  bu1   i1   allowed  the  Legislature  to  retain  the  prerogative 
of  judging  of  the  election  ? 

A.  The  election  of  United  States  senator,  as  has  been  stated, 
is  provided  for  by  the  constitution;  and  the  legislature,  in  pro- 
viding for  this  nomination  by  a  primary,  of  course  suhstitutecl 
;i  primary  for  a  party  convention  in  ;ill  these  offices.  The  ques- 
tion of  passine  upon  the  regularity  of  the  primary  must  rest 
somewhere,  and  when  you  carry  on  an  investigation  I  suppose 
it  is  for  the  purpose  of  informing  the  Legislature  as  to  the  reg- 
ularity of  the  primary;  and  when  you  have  secured  all  the  in- 
formation  possible  why.  who  shall  judge? 

Q.  The  United  States  senate  is  judge  of  its  own  members. 

A.  Of  the  election  and  qualification  of  its  own  members,  yes. 
sir. 

-  Q.  That  could  he  taken  up  by  them,  could  it  not?  And  was 
it  not  the  intention  of  the  legislature  that  it  should  be  taken 
up  through  that  avenue,  and  not  through  the  legislature? 

A.  Well,  now,  of  course,  as  I  have  stated,  there  was  not  very 
much  discussion  on  the  United  States  senators,  as  I  recollect  it 
now.  The  United  States  senate  would  be  competent  certainly  to 
so  into  a  man's  election,  reaching  hack  into  anything  connected 
with  his  election.     I  suppose  there  is  no  doubt  of  that. 

Q.  Had  it  been  the  intention  of  the  last  legislature  for  the 
next  legislature  to  retain  the  prerogative  of  being  judge  of  the 
primary  election  would  it  not  have  so  stated  in  the  primary 
election  law9  Would  it  not  have  been  a  very  easy  matter  to 
so  state  it  there? 

A.  I  stated  awhile  ago  that  the  provision  relating  to  the  nom- 
ination of  United  States  senator  at  the  primaries  came  in  late, 
and  it  would  have  been  well  to  have  had  more  full  discussion 
on  the  statute  as  to  the  working  in  that  particular. 

Q.  All  I  was  getting  at.  Senator,  was  to  find,  if  T  could,  the 
intention  of  the  legislature:  whether  it  was  not  their  intent  to 
take  it  entirely  out  of  the  hands  of  the  legislature;  not  retain- 
ing in  the  legislature  the  prerogative  of  hein<_:  a  judge  of  the 
election  ? 

A.  T  understand  what  you  want,  and  I  am  trying  to  give  you 
just  as  clearly  as  I  can.  the  information. 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  When  you  made  your  statement  on    October    1st — before 
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making  thai  statemenl  did  you  make  inquiry  of  your  managers 
whether  or  no1  all  the  accounts  had  been  settled? 

A.  I  had  written  and  telephoned  several  days  before  the  end 
of  the  campaign  and  told  them  when  they  wrote  to  me  for 
money,  etc.,  I  said  "Now,  I  want  you  to  clean  up  everything: 
1  want  everything  paid.  I  do  do1  want  a  hid  left  when  the 
primary  is  over;  I  do  not   want  anything  to  remain  unpaid." 

<v>.  Von  didn't  have  a  definite  statemenl  from  them,  though, 

Unit   all   the  accounts  were  settled  .' 

A.  No,  I  think  not. 

<^.   In  a  general  way  didn't  you  have    an    idea    thai    perhaps 

there   Were  some  aCCOUntS   that    Were   not    settled  .' 

A.   Why.  I  had  no  information  on  the  subject. 

(L).  Didn'1  you  have  a  suspicion  on  the  subject?  Didn'1  you 
have  an  idea  that  perhaps  all  the  hills  were  not  in  or  paid? 

A.  Why.  I  don't  know  that  I  had  any  particular  thought 
about  there  being  unpaid  hills.  I  filed  this  statemenl  on  the  in- 
formation that  I  had  at  that  date,  with  the  intention  later  of 
filing,  as  I  say,  a  detailed  statement  showing  all  those  items  in 
detail  as  far  as  I  was  able  to  gel   the  information. 

Q.  Yon  were  sworn  on  October  1st.  and  in  that  statement 
yon  say  that  the  statement  covered  in  detail  all  sums  id' 
money  contributed,  disbursed,  etc.  You  didn't  say  anything 
at  tha^  time,  in  any  public  way.  that  you  would  file  a  supple- 
mental statement,  did  yon  .' 

A.  Xo.  sir,  T  did  not. 

Q.  This  is  your  first  public  announcement  of  the  fact  that 
you  intended  to:  that  there  were  additional  items  of  expenses, 
and  that  you  were  intending  to  do  thai  .' 

A.  No,  no,  you  do  not  understand  me.  What  I  intended  was 
to  file  a  supplemental  statement.  For  instance,  here  is  an  item, 
we  will  say.  to  C.  K.  Lush.  ^"200.  I  have  marked  it  here  "State 
Organization  Expenses."  My  intent  was  to  file  an  itemized 
statement  showing  wdiat  that  $200  was  expended  for.  This  is 
a  general  statement  of  State  Organization  Expenses.  Now. 
that  was  divided  up.  of  course,  and  expended  in  printing,  post- 
age, or  whatever  it  might  be  expended  for.  That  was  my  pur- 
pose then,  was  to  give  in  more  detail,  the  items  of  expenses  con- 
nected with  this  statement. 
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Q.  When  was  it  your  purpose  to  file  the  supplemental  state- 
ment ! 

A.  I  had  no  particular  time  fixed  in  my  mind  to  do  it. 

Q.  If  this  investigation  had  not  been  called  for.  or  taken 
place,  it  would  have  been  filed  anyway? 

A.  Oh,  yes.  I  have  told  several  people,  before  there  was  any 
talk  of  the  investigation,  that  I  would  file  a  statement,  because 
I  believed  that  the  purpose  of  the  law  is  to  get  as  much  public- 
ity as  possible  relating  to  expenditures,  and  I  believe  it  is  good 
public  policy  to  have  that;  and  I  am  in  favor  of  the  widest 
publicity  in  campaign  expenditures. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  then,  you  wish  to  give  us  to  under- 
stand that  you  made  a  mistake  of  $3,668.99;  that  there  was  that 
much  still  out  that  you  owed,  that  you  knew  nothing  about  at 
the  time  you  filed  your  statement? 

A.  For  instance,  I  stated  at  the  beginning — Mr.  Lush,  there 
was  no  amount  agreed  on  for  his  time.  Now.  I  intended — 1 
mean  I  understood  when  he  sent  in  his  statement  that  he  had 
received  what  he  considered  was  proper  and  sufficient  com- 
pensation for  himself  and  his  expenses  during  the  time. 

Q.  You  had  not  had  a  final  settlement  with  Mr.  Lush  at  the 
time  you  tiled  your  statement  .' 

A.  lie  sent  me  his  statement,  and  he  says  "This  ends  my 
stewardship.  I  send  you  a  statement  of  money  received  and 
expended,  etc." 

Q.  You  had  not  paid  him  for  his  services .' 

A.  This  last  I  paid  him  was  for  his  services,  yes.  sir:  but,  as 
I  stated,  I  understood  when  he  sent  me  his  statement  that  he 
had  included  all  his  expenses  in  any  way  connected  with  it. 

Q.  When  you  say  "the  last"  you  paid  him.  you  mean  the 
last  you  paid  him  in  that  additional  amount  ? 

A.  Those  last  items  here,  right  at  the  foot  of  the  page. 

O-  That  additional  statement  you  mean? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  You  have  not  paid. Mr.  Lush  any  money  nnce  the  filing  of 
your  statement,  for  his  personal  services? 

A.   Since  the  filing  of  the  statement? 

O-   Since  October  ist? 

A.   Yes,  I  have  paid  him.     1  stated  that  on  die  opening. 

O.  Yon  had  not  settled  for  his  personal  services  on  (  )ctober  rst, 
then  ? 
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A.  Wjhen  he  sent  me  his  statement  for  the  money  that  he  had 

received  and  paid  out  I  understood  that  he  had  received  all  that  he 
would  ask  for  expenses  or  services,  because  he  wrote  in  his  let- 
ter— he  says  "A  statement  in  full,"  etc.;  and  there  was  a  few  dol- 
lars over  that  he  used.  He  says  "that  I  have  used  for  some  little 
things" — I  forget  what  it  was.  I  understood  that  everything  was 
settled  and  paid  oil',  and  that  the  account  was  closed  at  the  Madi- 
son headquarters. 

Q.    You  had  paid  him  S200? 

A.   1  had  paid  him — oh,  I  have  paid  him 

Q.    (interrupting)    T  mean  for  his  own  services? 

A.  1  had  given  him  one  check  that  was  marked  "personal."  to 
Lush. 

(  ).  You  testified  some  time  ago  that  you  paid  -Mr.  hush  $1,200 
for  his  personal  services  and  expenses.  After  your  statement  of 
October  1st  you  paid  him  $1,000  of  that  amount :  so  up  to  (  Ictober 
1st  you  had  paid  him  $200? 

A.  That  is,  I  had  paid  him  direct,  you  understand,  lie  had 
this  money,  and  checked  it  out  for  these  different  expenses,  and 
in  that  he  had  checked  out  some  money  for  himself  during  that 
lime.     That  will  show  in  his  statement. 

Q.  Rut,  so  far  as  you  know  with  reference  to  what  he  has  been 
paid  for  his  services,  all  that  was  paid  him  up  to  that  time.  f<  r 
eight  months'  service,  was  $200,  and  you  didn't  know  you  would 
have  to  pay  him  any  more  ? 

A.   He  had  had,  as  I  stated, (  hit  of  this  money  he  had  had 

some  along  through  the  statement.  You  see  the  statement  of  all 
those  items  makes  it  quite  a  long  statement.  I  glanced  over  his 
statement,  and  knew  very  little  about  it  when  I  looked  it  over; 
and  I  understood,  and  told  him  so  afterwards,  that  everything  war- 
closed  ;  and  that  he  had  received  in  full  for  everything  that  he  ex- 
pected to  receive,  or  would  demand  or  ask. 

Q.  Is  he  so  good  a  friend  of  yours  that  you  would  expect  this 
eight  months'  or  nine  months'  work  for  what  he  had  been  paid, 
for  his  expenses  and  the  $200,  or  what  had  been  left  over  perhaps? 

A.  When  men  are  interested  in  public  matters  I  have  known 
them  to  give  a  great  length  of  time,  just  the  same  as  a  man  would 
come  here  to  the  legislature  and  work  for  months  for  his  expenses. 
In  my  experience  I  have  always  taken  part  in  political  campaigns 
ever  since  and  before  I  was  a  voter.  I  have  helped.  I  have  given 
a  great  deal  of  time,  and  spent  a  great  deal  of  money.  I  never  re- 
ceived a  dollar  for  services  or  expenses,  and  it  would  be  nothing 
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remarkable  for  me  to  find  men  who  will  give  their  time  and  ex- 
penses in  a  campaign,  because  I  have  done  it.  and  I  have  known  of 
hundreds  of  men  who  did  that  very  thing. 

Q.  The  question  of  election  in  fhe  primary  is  largely  a  question 
of  personality,  is  it.  and  not  a  question  of  principle;  there  being 
no  part}'  platform  at  that  time? 

A.  You  mean  there  is  no  principle  involved? 

(  ).  tf  a  person  supports  you  it  is  more  on  account  of  your  per- 
sonality than  some  principle  you  stand  for? 

A.  I  diinlc  that  the  great  influence  in  the  election  of  any  officer, 
if  left  to  the  people,  would  be  the  selection  of  a  man  that  they 
thought  would  render  the  best  service  to  the  public;  and  in  select- 
ing those  men  those  people  who  give  time  and  appreciate  what  a 
republican  form  of  government  means,  they  are  willing  and  ready 
t<»  devote  a  considerable  time  to  the  selection  of  the  proper  officer- ; 
and  when,  as  I  stated  before,  the  nomination  we  looked  upon  as 
equal  to  securing  the  election  ;  and  when  we  went  out  into  the  cam- 
paign I  personally  expected  that  if  I  received  the  plurality  \  ex- 
pected to  be  elected;  and  I  had  many  friends  who  devoted  a  great 
deal  of  time  that  would  receive  no  compensation  in  any  way  :  scat- 
tered throughout  the  state. 

Q.  Ts  Mr.  Lush  an  intimate  friend  of  yours,  a  personal 
friend '! 

A.  Yes,  he   is. 

Q.  The  question  I  am  going  to  ask  you  now  is  in  regard  to 
the  primary  election  for  United  States  senator.  We  have  heard 
a  great  deal  about  the  "spirit"  of  the  law.  Do  you  think  the 
fact  that  perhaps  that  part  of  the  law  that  has  to  deal  with  the. 
United  States  senator  came  up  late  in  the  legislature,  at  the 
time  the  law  was  being  considered,  or  tin  fact  that  it  was  not 
considered  very  much,  should  have  any  bearing  in  our  inter- 
pretation of  it,  what  we  think  the  intention  and  spirit  of  the 
law  is? 

A.  Xo,  I  don't  think  it  should.  The  only  thing  T  intended 
in  convey,  relating  to  that,  was  that  perhaps  the  provisions  re- 
lating to  the  United  Stall's  senator  were  not  as  fully  worked 
mit  as  otherwise. 

Q.  We  should  interpret  the  law  according  to  our  understand- 
ing of  the  English  language? 

A.  You  must  always  interpret  it  the  same  as  the  supreme 
courl  does;  that  is.  the  statute  as  you  find  it. 
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Q.  if  the  interpretation  should  be  whal  is  generally  placed 
upon  the  law,  if  the  law  meanl  thai  a  man  should  vote  as  his 
senatorial  or  assembly  districl  went,  as  a  matter  of  feci  it'  the 
members  <>f  the  legislature  a1  this  timi  were  to  regard  thai  as 
the  policy  or  principle  on  which  they  should  vote,  would  il  be 
possible  ;it  this  time,  if  they  ;ill  did  their  duty  and  stuck  to 
that,  to  eled  a  United  States  senator  if  we  were  iu  session  for 
year3  to  comi  ? 

A.   Well,  I  haven'1  looked  into  the  resull  of  the  primaries  t-u 
lating  to  the  districts.     But,  as  I  said  before,  I  looked  upon  the 
state  as  a   unit,  and    I    haven't  given   any  consideration  to  the 
question  of  just  how  each  distrid  was. 

Q.  Vou  know  it  shows  that  no  man  would  carry  a  majority 
of  the  senatorial  and  assembly  districts.' 

A.  I"  haven't  looked  it  over  to  sec;  but  that  -state  of  affairs 
might  come  up. 

Q.  That  is  the  case.  So  that  it  would  hardly  seem  thai  that 
could  have  been  the  intention  of  the  legislature,  or  the  inten- 
tion of  the  law,  that  a  man  would  be  guided  by  the  vote  in  his 
own  district  ;  for  if  that  were  the  intention  if  would  he  impos- 
sible in  this  case  to  eled  a  United  States  senator. 

A.  T  think  if  tin-  legislature  had  intended  that  they  probably 
would  havt  made  some  provision,  making  it  a  little  plainer  than 
they  did.  Tt  says  "nominated  as  other  state  officers."  and  it 
would  seem  to  me  that  they  meant  to  consider  the  state  the 
unit,  and  that  the  result  should  be  looked  upon— I  mean  the  re- 
sult in  the  whole  state — should  he  looked  upon  as  the  guide  to 
go  by. 

0.  Do  you  happen  to  ho  familiar  with  the  Oregon  law  in  re- 
gard to  primary  election? 

A.  Xo.  T  am  not. 

O.  The  Oregon  law  is  a  great  deal  like  this,  except  that  it  pro- 
vides for  statements  by  the  candidates  for  the  legislature.  For 
Instance,  Statement  Xo.  1.  if  the  candidate  signs  that  statement. 
h°  pledges  hi'es'lf  to  vote  for  the  candidate  who  receives  the 
plurality  in  the  state.  If  he  signs  Statement  Xo.  2  1m  pledges 
himself  to  use  his  own  judgment ;  and  so  on.  Now,  is  the  in- 
tention of  oor  law  the  same  as  the  intention  of  the  Oresron  law: 
T  mean,  without  our  making  any  statements  aren't  we  hound  as 
13 
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much  as  we  would  be  if  we  made  the  statements,  to  carry  out 
the  will  of  the  people  in  the  interpretation  of  our  Law? 

A.  Whal  I  undestand  from  your  question  is  thai  ;i  man  who 
is  a  candidate  for  member  of  the  assembly,  withoul  making  any 
specific  statement  to  his  constituents;  while  he  is  before  them, 
as  to  what  he  will  do  in  case  he  is  elected,  thai  hi'  should  —  thai 
he  is  under  tin  same  obligation  to  do  it.  as  though  he  had  made 
a   specific  statement? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Why,  certainly,  1  think  lie  is. 

Q.  T  think  you  have  testified  that  you  thoughl  that  the  use 
of  several  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  a  primary  campaign 
by  any  candidate  for  tie'  nomination  was  demoralizing.  I  don't 
know  as  you  used  that  word.     Was  that  your  meaning? 

A.  I  said  against  tin  good  or  the  best  public  policy;  looking 
at  it  now  in  a.  broad  way,  for  the  best  interests  of  the  whole 
people,  and  the  whole  state. 

Q.  You  mean  it  would  not  have  a  good  effect;  in  other  words. 
you  mean  it  would  have  a  bad  effect? 

A.  T  believe  the  effect  would  be  rather  detrimental.  Now. 
no  person  can  tell.  It  is  one  of  those  intangible  things  that  no 
person  can  state,  what  influenee  that  could  have.  What  I  mean 
is,  as  a  practice,  and  as  an  act  that  would  reflect  upon  the  peo- 
ple. Everything  of  that  kind  must  have  an  influence.  That 
influenee  would  be,  in  my  judgment,  detrimental. 

Q.  Now,  the  influence  of  spending  $200,000  would  be  detri- 
mental, or  a  hundred  or  three  hundred  thousand  dollars. 
Would  the  influenee  of  spending  $30,000  be  detrimental,  or  have 
a  bad  effect  on  the  morals  of  the  people  in  this  state? 

A.  There  is  a  proprietv  in  everything.  There  is  a  reasonable- 
ness in  everything;  and  whm  conditions  are  such  that  it  is 
neeessarv  for  a  man  to  eomplv  with  what  might  be  held  to  be  a 
reasonable  use  of  a  certain  thins-,  and  a  certain  means,  it  might 
be  held  to  be  fair,  and  not  detrimental  or  against  good  public 
poliev.  The  ouestion  of  what  reasonableness  is  in  a  ca«o  of 
this  kind  is.  of  eourse.  a  very  hard  thing  to  decide;  but  there  is 
a  difference  between  a  reasonable  sum  and  a  larcre  s'mi.  an  ex- 
eessible  amount.  Of  eourse.  every  man  must  decide  that  for 
himself.  * 
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Q.  I  understand  then  thai  you  think  $100,000  would  be  un- 
reasonable,  ;i!id   $30,000   perhaps   reasonable? 

A.  I  would  not  pass  judgmenl  on  ;i  case  <u"  thai  kind,  on  ac- 
eounl  W'li.-it  I  have  gaid  on  thai  subject,  I  would  like  to 
have  you  understand  has  no  reference  whatever  to  the  presenl 
campaign. 

Q.   I  am  in  I  making  ii  personal. 

A.  \t>.  I  wouldn't  like  to  sit  here  and  make  a  statement  that 
would  reflect  on  another  candidate.  Yon  or  someone  asked  me 
the  question  as  to  the  expenditures,  and  yon  have  asked  other  can- 
didates as  to  their  judgment  on  expenditures.  I  sav  thai  I  think 
it  would  i  e  rgainst  tic  best  public  policy  to  have  the  practice  of 
candidate^  for  office  spending  large  sums  of  money  to  secure  their 
nomination,  or  the  office. 

Q.  I  think  we  will  all  agree  with  you  on  that;  I  would  like  to 
have  you  say,  though,  whether  you  think  the  expenditure  of 
$30,000  is  unreasonable  and  demoralizing'  or  not. 

A.  The  state  of  Wisconsin  covers  an  area,  as  we  all  know,  of 
54.000  miles  and  it  lias  a  population  of  two  and  a  quarter  million 
or  more,  and  to  reach  tl  at '  requires  a  considerable  expenditure 
oi  money — to  reach  the  whole  state,  and  make  known  what  the 
candidate  stands  for.  that  the  people  may  pass  judgment  upon  it. 
Xow  the  question,  it  seems  to  me,  depends  a  great  deal  on  what 
use  is  made  of  tie  n  <  m  v.  Xow  for  example:  Suppose  a  man 
has  seme  particular  ideas  on  public  policy  ;  he  may  have  some  ex- 
cellent and  advanced  ideas.  1  fe  becomes  a  candidate.  He  spends 
money  to  distribute  through  the  mails  in  various  ways,  put  in  the 
hands  of  the  ]  e<  pie,  arguments  that  will  inform  the  people  as  to 
his  views  on  these  subjects  that  are  uppermost  in  the  minds  of  the 
people.  Now  he  might  spend  a  good  deal  of  money  in  doing  this, 
and  it  might  be  beneficial  to  the  state.  On  the  other  hand  he 
might  spend  it  in  other  ways  that  wouldn't  perhaps  he  unlawful 
hut  still  wouldn't  tend  to  pri  mote  the  best  interests  of  the  state. 
So  I  say  it  is  a  very  difficult  question  to  draw  the  line.  A  man 
might  le  a  candidate  for  the  assembly  and  lie  might  spend  three 
times  as  much  as  another  candidate  in  the  same  area  and  same 
population  in  another  district,  and  he  might  feel  it  was  necessary 
to  spend  it  on  account  of  the  conditions;  the  competition  that  he 
had  and  the  peculiar  conditions  which  surrounded  him  in  that 
particular  district. 
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Q.  To  revert  to  the  question:  and  to  qualify  it  by  saying  that 
the  money  was  all  spend  for  good  purposes,  do  you  think  $30,000 
would  be  a  reas<  mable  amounl  ? 

A.  I  certainly  wouldn'1  think  it  was  an  unreasonable  amount 
or  I  wouldn't  have  allowed  it  to  be  spent. 

Q.  Do  you  think  if  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  were  spent  in 
the  same  careful  and  considerate  way  that  that  would  be  an  un- 
reasonable amount  ? 

A.  As  I  say:  Now  I  donl  want  to  answer  questions  that 
might  be  construed  in  connection  with  the  others. 

O.   1  am  not  putting  it  on  personal  grounds. 

A.  1  wouldn't  like  to  pass  judgment  on  the  question,  because 
of  the  particular  situati*  n  here. 

(J.  You  say  $30,000  is  reasonable,  and  1  judge  from  something 
you  said  a  while  ago  that  $100,000  was  unreasonable.  1  would 
like  to  know  just  where  you  are  going  to  draw  the  line. 

A.  You  know  1  said  it  was  very  difficult  to  draw  the  line.  The 
may  who  asked  the  question  said  a  "large"  sum  of  money]  He 
didn't  say  any  specific  amount. 

Q.  I  think  he  said  several  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  Husting:  1  said  a  hundred  to  two  hundred  thousand 
dollars. 

A.  A  "large"  sum  of  money.  I  understood.  The  question  I 
had  in  mind,  what  I  was  answering  was.  "large  sums  of 
money,"  excessive  sums  of  money. 

Q.  Would  you  like  to  be  excused  from  answering,  then. 
whether  or  not  you  think  a  hundred  thousand  dollars,  spent 
as  carefully  and  considerately  with  regard  to  the  morals  of  the 
people  of  the  people  of  the  state,  is  an  excessive  amount  .'  Would 
you  like  In  he  exeused  fi'iim  answering  that  question? 

A.  As  1  said  here  a  while  ago,  a  man  could  spend  a  consid- 
erable sum  of  money.  Now  1  wouldn't  like  to  pass  judgment 
on  the  thing. 

Q.  1  don't  want  to  lie  too  personal.  I  don't  know  anything 
about  wind  you  are  worth,  senator,  but  if  you  were  worth  five 
lines  as  much  do  ycu  think  it  would  have  cost  you  considerably 
mere  to  do  the  work  that  you  did  than  it  did  cost  you? 

A.   You  arc  moving  me  up  into  an  atmosphere  that  1  haven't 
had   experience   in.     I   wouldn't    he  able  to  say  just   how  hard 
they  would  ho  after  a  man. 
Q.  Taking  away  the  personal  application,  don't  you  think  it 
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would  eosl  a  very  wealthy  man  more  to  accomplish  the  work  yon 
want  to  accomplish  than  a  very  poor  man? 

A.  I  can  say,  in  ;ill  sincerity,  thai  I  think  i1  probably  costs 
more  for  a  mac  who  has  means,  because  perhaps  there  are 
fewer  people  thai  are  willing  to  do  the  things  without  com- 
pensation. Possibly  they  are  nol  so  careful  in  their  expendi- 
tures. It'  I  was  in  the  "rich"  class  I  could  perhaps  irll  better, 
you  know.  I  think  :t  is  a  good  plan  for  a  man  to  be  poor 
enough  so  thai   he  ean  ask   for  ecntributions,  you  know. 

(v>.  I  will  jusl  hand  you  one  more:  1  would  like  to  ask  you 
if  you  would  have  spenl  more  if  you  had  been  five  limes  as 
wealthy.'  I  mean,  was  the  amount  you  spout  limited  by  the 
amount  you  had  or  by  the  amount  you  thought  it  was  proper 
to  spend  withoul  demoralizing  the  morals  of  the  people  of  the 
state.' 

A.  The  amount  that  i  spenl  of  course  was  spent  in  what  the 
people  connected  with  it.  largely,  thoughl  was  necessary  to  pro- 
mote a  reasonable  campaign.  Now  I  don't  think  they  spent 
as  much  as  they  thought  was  necessary,  on  accounl  of  the  calls 
that  were  made  upon  me. 

Q.  You  mean  your  managers? 

A.  1  mean  the  people  that  were  connected  with  it.  from  the 
calls  they  made  upon  me  for  money.  T  tried  to  keep  the  amount 
down  as  low  as  possible. 

Q.  Your  amount  was  limited  by  the  amount  you  thought  was 
necessary  rather  than  the  amount  you  thought  you  could  afford.' 

A.  Oh,  I  don't  know  as  we  went  down  to  analyzing  exactly. 
You  take  it  in  the  last  month  of  a  campaign,  you  arc  called 
upon  for  this  and  for  that,  and  there  are  a  good  many  people 
go  out  and  spend  money,  and  they  bring  in  their  account,  and 
you  perhaps  wouldn't  spend  that  personally,  but  you  pay  it; 
not  unlawfully  spent  but  some  id'  it  more  or  less  unnecessarily 
spent. 

Mr.  Bray:  1  haven't  any  intention  of  trying  to  embarrass 
you.  but  I  wanted  to  clear  up  some  of  the  things  left  over  from 
Mr.    Husting's   examination. 

The  witness:     I  am  glad  to  have  you  bring  these  things  out. 

By  Mr.  Whitman: 

Q.  You  opent  $4r000  in   Milwaukee  county,  you  say.' 
A.   I  believe  that   is  about  the  amount.     1   didn't   state   is  ex- 
actly but  something  along  like  that. 
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Q.  And  yon  had  organized  thi lunty  quite  thoroughly? 

A.  Aii'.    MbElroy    hi  d    charge   <l    il  •   county,   and    we   were 
licp.'ng  he  had  organiz  d  it.     I  don'1  know  how  thoroughly  be- 
•   !   i  ouldn  i    make  ,  Dy  personal   insp  id  ion. 

(t).  Had  you  organized  the  resl  of  the  state  as  thoroughly  ;is 
yon  organized  Milwaul*  u  county  your  expense  would  have  been 
far  in  i  hat  it  k  no 

A.  Thi  !  i  be  a  matter  you  would  have  to  figure  on.  be- 

■  Milwaukee  will)  its  dense  population  is  quite  ;i  large  por- 
tion oi  I  ic  populat  <  n  of  Hi:'  state,  and  it  would  be  ;i  question 
if  the  organization  out  in  tin-  sparsely  settled  districts  as 
againsl  the  densely  settled;  but  if  we  had  put  an  organization 
int"  every  county  it  is  safe  to  say  we  would  have  spent  more 
ii  cney. 

<t>.  Could  you  give  any  idea  of  whal  the  cost  would  have  been 
had  you  carried  on  that  class  cf  a  campaign,  organizing  in 
i  very  county  and  every  pi  ecind  .' 

.'■ .  Xe.  1  couldn't  really  make  an  intelligent  guess.  It 
would  he  only  a  guess,  you  know. 

Q.   h  wGuld  have  been  an  amount  far  i:i  exces    of  the  $30,0 
would  ii  ni  t  ? 

A.  Oh,  vis,  it  would  have  been  more;  s  irel\  have  been  more. 
!  c-i  uldn't  give  you  ?.n  intelligent  answer.  I  don't  mean  to  evade 
it  at  all. 

By  Mr.  In-alls  : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  politics — no!  exclu- 
sively, 1  if  ci  nirse  ? 

A.   Well,  I  really  don't  understand  what  y<  u  mean. 

[j-   I  mean,  low  long  have  you  been  a  candidate  f<  r  office? 

A.    I  think  the  first  office  I  was  elected  to  was  t<>  the  state  senate. 

(  ).    Anil  you  were  in  the  state  senate  hew  h  ng? 

A.   Eight  years. 

Q.  And  y<  u  are.  and  have  been,  mere  01  lers  familiar  wi  h  the 
conduct  of  campaigns,  haven't  you? 

A.  \\  ell.  yes,  I  might  say  in  a  general  way.  because  I  have  taken 
part  in  public  matters  relating  to  elections,  etc..  since  I  was  a  young 
mm  ;  before  I  was  of  age,  in  fact. 

Q.  \\h  le  ycu  have  been  examined  at  great  length  here,  let  us 
get  back  to  whal  \\  e  are  trying  to  get  at.  and  tba-  is  the  legitimacy 
or  illeg  timrxy  of  the  >  xpendititre  of  large  sums  of  money  in  cam- 
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paigns.  That  is  what  we  want  to  find  out  about.  There  has  been 
testimony  here  that  one  candidate  has  spent  over  a  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  in  a  primary  campaign;  another  one  $40,000,  and 
yours  is  $30,000.  Now  assuming  that  there  an  2,200  precincts 
in  this  state',  in  the  conduct  of  a  primary  campaign  would  you  re- 
gard one  or  two  men  at  each  precinct,  for  the  purpose  ol  checking 
the  list  and  bringing  in  voters  who  might  be  favorable  to  the  cause, 
as  a  doubtful  and  illegitimate  expenditure  in  such  a  campaign? 

A.  h  a  man  adopted  that  plan  of  organization  I  wouldn't  think- 
that  it  would  be  an  unreasonable  expenditure,  assuming  now  that 
he  paid  those  men  what  might  be  a  reasonable  sum  for  their  serv- 
ices, if  he  adopted  that  policy  for  a  campaign. 

Q-  ■>  there  any  legitimate  limit  or  any  line  to  the  expenditure 
in  a  primary  campaign  for  United  States  senator  by  way  of  adver- 
tisement in  the  newspapers?  Can  you  draw  any  line  as  to  where 
a  man  ought  to  stop  in  'hat?  Assuming  that  his  advertisement  is 
nut  a  misrepresentation,  but  mere  commendatory  statements  of 
himself,  with  a.  large  1  r  small  sized  lithograph,  whatever  you  might 
see  fit  to  eall  it  ? 

A.  That,  of  course,  is  like  all  the  o'her  expenditures,  it  is  very 
difficult  to  draw  the  line.  Now  as  a  matter  of  public  policy  it  is 
a  question  whether  the  use  of  newspapers  by  candida'es — that  is, 
I  mean  the  paid  use  of  them 

(  ).   (  interrupting)    1  refer  to  those  particularly. 

A.  1  understand.  It  is  a  question.  Now  I  am  not  passing 
judgment  on  the  thing,  you  understand.  It  is  an  open  question 
whether  the  paid  use  <>f  papers  in  a  campaign  is  for  the  best  public 
interests,  for  this  reason  :  It  is  the  means  through  which  the  public 
receive  their  information  ;  the  channels  of  information.  Now  hu- 
manity is  so  constructed  that  there  is  a  question  in  my  mind  about 
whether  they  get  the  same  information — giving  all  due  credit  to 
the  men  'hat  are  connected  with  it— and  the  thing  being  branded 
as  an  advertisement,  and  all  that — whether  it  is  for  the  best  inter- 
ests. Now  1  am  not  condemning  it ;  I  am  only  raising  the  question. 
If  a  man  pursues  that  policy  there  is  a  channel  through  which  he 
can  spend  a  considerable  sum  of  money.  If  there  was  any  prac- 
ticable way  to  eliminate  the  use  of  money  in  campaigns  by  candi- 
dates I  think  that  I  would  favor  it. 

O-  Your  idea  might  be  that  a  newspaper  unfavorable  to  a  can- 
didate might  advertise  the  candidate  and  thus  lead  the  public  to 
believe  that  it  favored  the  candidate  ? 
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A.  Yes;  and  receiving  the  money  from  the  candidate  for  a  paid 
advertisemenl  perhaps  would  not  give  that  free  expression  that  it 
would  otherwise  of  their  individual  opinion.  The  paper':  honesl 
opinion  perhaps  would  remain  silent,  under  the  influence  oi  a  paid 
advertisement.     I  say  that  is  going  on  dangerous  ground. 

Q.  Now  in  our  system  of  campaigning,  fr<  m  your  knowledge 
and  views  on  that  subject  is  it  considered  reprehensible  political 
conduct  to  advertise  by  paid  space  in  newspapers  ? 

A.  That  come-,  hack  to  the  same  question,  that  it  is  very  diffic  II 
to  draw  the  line  because  of  differen4  view  points.  New  my  own 
opinion  and  policy,  in  so  far  as  I  am  ahle  to  enforce  it,  was  that 
there  should  not  be  a  great  deal,  if  any.  spent  in  that  way  :  but  now, 
in  doing  that,  1  shall  not  pass  judgment  on  other  people's  acts, 
hut — this  is  what  I  said  before— there  is  a  question  in  my  mind 
whether  it  was  wire  public  policy  to  condemn  it. 

Q.  Wei',  you  don't  wish  to  be  understood,  senator,  that  yen 
avoided  the  use  of  space  in  newspapers  in  your  campaign?1 

A.  I  said  just  as  far  as  I  was  able  to  control  it  I  pursued  the 
policy  of  not  sper-ding  money  in  the  newspapers.  Now,  I  don't 
say  that  there  was  no  money  spent  in  that  way.  •You  recognize 
the  difference  between  what  I  saw  absolutely  con  lemning  a  thin;? 
and  having  the  question  raised  in  your  mind  as  to  the  wisdom  i  f 
the  policy. 

Q.   I  understand  your  discrimination  perfectly. 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  But  you  don'*  want  to  be  understood  that  even  in  your  own 
campaign  that  newspaper  space  was  not  used  to  farther  your 
cause  ? 

A.  (  ).  certainly,  because  1  think  that  the  fact,  would  sh  >w  that 
there  was  some  money  paid  for  some  space  in  newspapers.  T 
think  you  get  my  idea. 

O.  Now,  did  you  have  a  general  manager  in  your  campaign? 

A.  \\  ell,  the  nearest  tha*  you  might  come  to  a  gz-neral  manager 
was  Mr.  1  )ick  1  think. 

O-  Where  does  he  live  ? 

A.  His  home  is  in  New  London  where  I  live,  but  at  the  present 
time  he  is  down  in  Mississippi. 

Q.    I  '    had  charge  of  your  campaign,  general  charge? 

A.  V  near  as— —  Yes,  1  think  perhaps  you  might  put  it  that 
way,  he  had  a  general  oversight,  and  1  had  great  confidence  in  his 
ability  and  integrity  and  so  forth. 
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( ).   Now,  is  he  expected  hack  here  or  not  ? 

A.  Why,  no1  soon,  but  if  the  committee  wants  any  informa- 
tion, and  think  he  will  be  of  use  to  them,  why.  he  will  conic. 

<v>.  Well.  I  don't  know  what  they  do.  I  just  made  the  in- 
quiry. 

A.  1  understand.  Re  is  ready;  he  will  come,  if  you  want 
him  to. 

Q.  What  other  managers  did  you  have  besides  Mr.  Diek  .' 

A.  Why,  I  stated  a1  the  opening  the  different  men  who  took 
part  in  the  thing.  You  have  it  in  the  record  there.  I  can  re- 
peat it  if  you  care  for  it. 

Q.  Well.  I  didn't  gel  the  names.  If  I  did.  I  have  forgotten 
them. 

A.   1  guess  you  were  not  here,  just  at  the  opening? 

Q    Xo.     .Mi-.  MeElroy  of  .Milwaukee? 

A.  Mr.  Dick  engaged  Mi-.  McElroy  to  look  after  Milwaukee 
county.  Well.  Mr.  Lush  was  in  the  heaquarters  here  from  the 
opening  and  .Mi-.  C.  F.  Stout  had  a  great  deal  of  outside  state 
work  earlier,  before  Mr.  Dick  came  into  the  campaign,  and 
then  Mr.  Powell  did  a  lot  <  f  general  work  over  the  state  dur- 
ing the  whole  campaign,  that  is  from  about  the  latter  part  of 
April  or  the  first  of  51ay  hs  came  into  the  campaign. 

Anyone  else? 

A.  Not  what  you  could  say  in  a  general  way.  There  was 
Mr.  Hess.  I  testified  relating  to  him.  travelling  about  in  a  gen- 
eral way.  The  amounts  paid  him  appear  here  in  the  general 
statement. 

Q.  You  didn't  have  any  campaign  manager  in  Ashland,  did 
you — or  who  had  charge  of  that  county  and  city.' 

A.  Well,  I  think  that  Mr.  Dick  had  a  Mr.  Good  there  that  I 
think  looked  after — but  I  am  not  familiar  with  just  the  work 
there,  as  to  what  was  done. 

Q.  Mr.  Dick  -would  know  more  about  that  than  yon.' 

A.  Yes,  J  think  so.  1  think  Mr.  James  Good  looked  after 
matters  up  in  that  section. 

Q.  In  these  expenditures,  senator,  was  there  any  definite 
limitation  placed  upon  them  by  you  .' 

A.  As  a  total,  you  mean  ? 

Q.   Yes,  in  amount. 

A.  Xo,  sir.  From  time  to  time  you  will  notice  in  my  pay- 
1  I 
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ments  here,  they  were  a1  different  dates  along,  I  undertook  to 
control  by  telling  them  thai  I  wanted  them  to  pay  their  bills  as 
they  went  along,  and  I  knew  what  was  being  called  for  and  I 
paid  them  from  time  to  time  as  the  hills  were  senl  in. 

<l  Was  il  your  idea  thai  your  managers  should  spend  what- 
ever was  necessary  to  carry  the  primary? 

A.   I  intended  to  pay  for  what  I  mighl  consider  <  r  they  mighl 

As  I  said.  Mr.  Dick,  I  had  -real  confidence  in  his  ability  and 
his  judgmenl  in  such  matters,  and  while  he  would  say  "Why.  it 
is  necessary  to  do  so  and  so:  I  think  yon  ought  to  send  some 
money  to  do  this."  I  have  many  times  said  "While  it  might 
be  proper,  why.  I  don't  want  to  do  it."  I  kept  the  expenses 
down  in  that  way. 

Q.  Was  il  your  disposition,  Senator,  to  spend  all  thai  might 
be  necessary  to  Legitimately  expend  to  carry  the  primary,  or 
did  you  have  a  limit  on  it.  a  limit  of  thirty  thousand  or  forty 
thousand  or  fifty  thousand  .' 

A.  Xo.  I  didn't  put  a  limit  on  it.  because  when  1  started  out 
I  started  out  with  this  intention:  A  primary  election  covering 
the  whole  state  of  Wisconsin  requires  a  great  deal  of  exertion; 
now  there  is  danger  in  setting  a  pace  that  will  he  considerd  too 
expensive  for  certain  offices,  and  as  far  as  I  was  able,  1  just 
thought  in  my  own  mind.  "Now  1  will  not  he  instrumental  in 
setting  that  high  pace  and  I  will  keep  the  expenses  down  to  a 
reasonable" — "what  I  may  say  is  a  reasonable  limit,  not  a  pace 
that  might  he  subject  to  criticism,  but  a  pace  where  a  man  not 
having  the  money  himself,  who  ought  to  he  a  candidate" — 
Now  there  is  a  difference  between  a  man  who  ought  to  he  and 
a  man  who  wants  to  he.  A  man  who  ought  to  he  a  candidate 
could  secure  the  money  to  pay  the  campaign  expenses,  that  is. 
he  wouldn't  he  harred  out  from  being  a  candidate  by  saying 
"Why.  I  can't  pay  the  hill."  Now  T  hoped  to  keep  it  down  to 
such  a  limit  as  that. 

<v>.  Well,  didn't  you  set  a  pretty  high  limit  there.  Senator, 
$30,000,  for  an  ordinary  fellow? 

A.  Did  you  understand  what  T  said?  T  hoped  to  keep  it 
down  to  that  limit.  T  didn't  say  that  1  had  kept  it  to  that 
limit. 

(,).  I  think  Senator  Husting  and  Mr.  Bray  have  perhaps  asked 
all  the  questions  necessary  on  that,  hut  1  don't  understand,  Sen- 
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ator,  thai  you  lix  ill,'  mora]  or  [minora]  view  of  the  expenditures 
of  money  in  a  primary  by  any  pari  icular  sum  of  money ,  do  \  mi .' 

A.   No,  sir.      No,  sir. 

(^.  You  might,  in  other  words,  expend  in  a  highly  proper  way 
one  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  a  campaign,  and  thai  mighl 
In'  1  he  limii  of  ex pendil  ore  .' 

A.  Certainly.  I  said  to  a  man  a  few  days  ago,  he  asked  me 
aboul  it.  we  were  discussing  the  question  of  campaign  exp  ndi- 
tures, — ]  .-aid.  "'It's  the  use  that  the  money  is  put  to,  and  a 
man  spending  a  small  sum  might  spend  it  corruptlj  ;  a  man 
spending  what  mighl  be  considered  a  comparatively  large  sum 
mighl  spend  it  in  a  legitimate  way." 

Q.  Hut  you  don't  wish  to  put  your  criticism  of  th-  exp  ndi- 
ture  of  "money  in  campaigns  on  the  mere  excessive'  use  of  it  — 
that  alone.   I    mean  .' 

A.   Well,  do  you  want  to  use  the  word  "excessive?' 

Q.  Yes.  the  mere  excessive? 

A.   That   means  too  much. 

Q.  Yes.     Yi  s.  excessive  use  in  a  campaign. 

A.  I  think  the  excessive  use  of  money  in  a  campaign  is 
againsl  good  public  policy. 

(,).    Well,  that  is  what    I   wanted  to  gel  at. 

A.  Now  to  draw  the  line  between  what  is  proper  and  what  is 
improper  is  a  difficult  thing. 

Q.  Well,  we  all  agree,  of  course,  thai  an  improper  use  of 
money  is  wrong,  and  an  exc<  isive  use  ;is  well. 

A.  Yes.  certainly.  Now,  to  draw  the  line,  a  man  must  of 
course  know  ocmething  about  what  use  it  was  put  to.  because 
then  what  might  b<  held  to  he  an  unreasonable  use  along-  cer- 
tain channels  might  he  held  to  be  an  unreasonable  use  along 
other  channels — that  is.  as  again  d  good   public  policy. 

Q.  That  is.  the  excessive  use  might  he  reckless  use.' 

A.   Yes. 

(>).  Might  he  an  unwise  use.' 

A.    Yes. 

Q.  Might  he  a  use  to  such  an  extenl  as  would  in  its  tenden- 
cies, in  the  very  nature  of  it.  tend  to  corrupt. 

A.  Creates  an  atmosphere  you  know  in  certain  ways,  in  cer- 
tain channels.  You  can't  measure  it.  hut  there  is  a  feelipg  that 
it  is  against  the  best  interests  of  the  whole  people,  and  of  good 
government, 
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<L>.  Now  yon  helped  pass  this  primary  law,  didn'1  you,  sen- 
ator? 

A.   I   believe  thai   I— 

Q.  Speaking  of  thi    senatorial  pari  of  it? 

A.  ( >.  yes.  Thai  question  was  up  before  the  legislature  and 
I  was  favorable  to  the  passage  of  a  primary  election  law. 

<.v).  Now  since  yon  have  seen  il  operate  and  been  engaged  in 
ill-  contest,  do  you  still  think  thai  it  oughl  to  remain  upon  the 
statuti  books  in  its  presenl  form  a-,  applied  to  United  St-:t  s 
senators.' 

A..  1  think  I  stated  a  while  ago  that  the  provisions  relating 
to  United  States  senator  should  hi'  considerably  enlarged  and 
the  statute  made  more  definiti  and  explicit,  if  you  are  going  to 
leave  it  so  that  the  United  Stntes  senators  will  hi  elected  by  a 
primary  election— bi  nominated  by  a  primary  election.  Now 
when  the  matter  was  before  tin'  legislature,  inasmuch  as  you 
have  asked  me.  to  say  that  I  favored  its  passage,  why,  T  take 
the  liberty  to  say  that  I  introduced  a  substitute  bill  when  it  was 
before  the  legislatun  providing  thai  the  primaries  should  apply 
up  i"  and  include  the  members  of  the  legislature.  The  theory 
on  which  I  drafted  that  measure  was  that  in  a  smaller  district, 
Ih  ■  people  being  well  acquainted,  the  matter  could  be  tested  out 
and  if  it  was  thought  besl  later  could  he  pushed  on  to  the  larger 
field. 

<,).   I  guess  that   was  your  idea,  as  I  remember  it. 

A.  T  recognized  the  great  difficulty  of  covering  a  large  field 
and  of  the  people  in  the  diiferenl  sections  of  the  slate  initio^ 
a  sufficient  knowledge  of  the  candidates  from  the  other  parts 
of  the  stale  in  which  liny-  lived  to  act  intelligently  ut>on  it.  Tt 
is  a  very  difficull  question  to  submit  lo  a  voter  in  Green  Bay, 
the  selection  (if  a  man  for  any  office  that  covers  a  whole  state. 
For  instance,  and  ask  him  lo  decide  as  between  the  qualifications 
I'm-  office  ol'  a  man  in  Grant  county  or  a  man  in  Douglas  county. 
Anybody  recosrnizes  that. 

< ».   Do  von  think.  Senator,  thai  a  legislature  oughl  to  selecl  a 

United  States  senator  where,  in  a   field  of  four  or  five  candi- 

ie  of  them  may  have  received  a   mere  plurality  in  the 

mm'ii;.i-\-  election?     Po  von  think  thai    omdit   to  hind  the  legis- 

1-,4,c.'     Even   morally  now— I  don't   go  into  th  ■  legal  part  of 

all 
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A.  l  understand.  As  l  stated  before,  I  think  it  was  the  in- 
tent ill  the  Legislature  that  the  man  who  received  the  plurality  -- 
dI  course  any  intelligent  person  knows  thai  it  might  be  only  a 
plurality,  because  the  field  is  open  and  you  tnighl  expecl  to  have 
more  I  nan  t  wo  candidates — 

<t>.  Weil,  thai   couldn't   !><■  so  in  any  other  system,  could   u 
it   had  to  be  a   majority  ordinarily   in  an  election;  ami   in  the 
legislature  it   lias  go\   to  be  a  majority? 

A.  Certainly,  hut  a  nomination  under  the  primary  for  a  state 
officer,  governor  or  lieutenant  governor  or  any  of  tin  state  of- 
ficers, the  plurality  nominated. 

Q.   Fes,  under  t his  system. 

A.  Under  this  system,  and  tin  United  States  senator,  the  law 
>ays.  shall  he  nominated  the  same  ;is  state  officers. 

Mr.  [ngalls:      I   don't   care  to  ask  any  more  questions. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  Tlie  question  was  put  to  you  by  Mr.  Bray  whether  or  not 

the  nomination  of  United  States  senator  was  a,  matter  of  mere 
personality.  Now  L  want  to  ask  you  whether  or  not  by  reason 
of  the  excessive  use  of  money,  or  fraud,  it  might  not  become  a 
matter  of  dollars  instead  of  personality? 

A.  I  don't  think    that    I    answered    Mr.    Bray's    question  en 
tirely,   because  I  think  that  it  isn't  a  matter  of  men    person- 
ality.    Men  are    selected    generally    for    an    office    because  th< 
people   believe  that  that   man   will   serv<    them   better  than  the 
other  man.  ; 

Mr.  Ingalls:     You  answered  it  that   way. 

A.  Now  I  understand  your  question.  What  you  want  to 
know  is  whether  it  might  not.  by  reason  of  excessive  use  of  money 
become  a  matter  of  securing  votes  by  the  money  rather  than  by 
the  personality.     It  might  be  possible. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Anything  is  possible  in  fraud. 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Isn't  it  probable,  in  view  of  some  ,,\'  the  experiences  that 
you  have  had? 

A.  I.  of  course,  wouldn't  like  to  pas>  judgment3  because  some 
of  my  enthusiastic  friends  you  know  led  me  to  believe  that  there 
might  ho  some  qualities  in  me  that  the  people  might  indorse, 
don't  you  see,  and  of  course,  being  misled  by  my  friends,  I  sub- 
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mitted  the  matter  to  the  people  and  they  decided  the  other  way. 

<v>.  Iii  other  words,  you  hoped  that  you  tnighl  be  nominated 
by  reason  of  your  personality,  notwithstanding  there  might  be 
;i  considerable  number  of  dollars  opposing  you? 

A.  Well,  they  thougb.1  thai  the  people  of  the  stair  of  Wis- 
consin were  discriminating  people  -which  they  arc.  Now  I 
don't  say  thai  as  a  joke  I  think,  to  take  the  people  of  the  slate 
of  Wisconsin  as  a  whole,  they  are  a  more  discriminating  people 
than  the  average.  I  think  they  recognize  a  good  thing  ami  I 
think  they  are  alerl  and  as  well  posted  on  public  questions,  if 
not  better,  than  any  other  community  of  ils  size  in  the  United 
States.  Now  I  believe  that,  and  while  I  am  not  mourning  he- 
cause  I  had  not  more  friends.  I  am  rejoicing  to  think  that  I  had 
mi  many  among  the  people  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin. 

<t>.  Now  you  testified  with  regard  to  the  reasonableness  of 
money  expended;  in  other  words,  that  whether  or  not  there  was 
an  unwarranted  or  excessive  use  of  money  would  depend  upon 
the  reasonableness  of  the  occasion,  and  of  the  field  to  cover 
and  of  various  other  things  that  might  enter  into  a  campaign. 
Now  do  I  understand  you  to  wish  to  say  that  where  great  pub- 
lic questions  are  at  stake  a  greater  amount  of  money  would  be 
considered  reasonable  than  where  a  person  might  want  to  be- 
come elected  to  office  even  for  his  ov.n   personal  gratification:' 

A.  Surely.  Surely  it  would  be  so.  because  if  there  are  great 
public  (|iiest:ons  at  stake  and  that  can  be  carried  out  ami  arouse 
the  people  to  the  consideration  of  those  questions,  so  that  you  get 
a  proper  solution  of  them,  gel  the  people's  attention,  why,  that 
is   in    the   interest    of  good   government    surely. 

(t).  And  would  you  not  think  that  a  candidate  who  expended 
great  sums  of  money  merely  for  his  own  gratification  of  office 
could  legitimately  spend  as  much  as  one  who  was  engaged  in 
discussing  or  pushing  or  promoting  forward  great  public  <pies- 
1  ions .' 

A.  No.  I  don '1  think  he  would  be  justified  from  a  public 
policy  standpoint. 

<t>.  Now  it  is  hard  to  draw  a  line  you  say  between  what  is 
reasonable  and  unreasonable.  There  is.  as  has  been  said,  a  sort 
of  a  twiligb.1  /.cue  between  what  is  reasonable  and  what  is  eon- 
sidered    unreasonable. 

A.  Xo.  there  is  no  twilighl  /.one.  There  is  a  place  where  it 
passes,  and  who,  it  passes  it  passes  on  ihat  line,  if  don't  leave 
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any  place  in  between  thai  anything  can  happen,  thai  is,  can  be 
in  thai  twilighi  /.one.  You  are  either  reasonable  or  you  cross 
the  line.  Bui  to  say  jusl  where  thai  line  is  yon  must  know  the 
conditions  and  the  ends  sought,  points  of  that  kind.  No  man 
can  draw  an  arbitrary  line  and  say  that  is  the  line,  because  h*i 
innsl  know  wind  is  at  stake  and  whal  is  to  be  done. 

<v>.  Still  it  would  be  hard  to  say  jusl  how  many  dollars  should 
be  expended  in  just  a  certain  way? 

A.   Certainly. 

Q.  Bui  still  isn't  it  true  that  where  there  is  such  a  great  dis- 
crepancy between  the  minimum  and  the  maximum,  that  it  might 
be  established  by  common  consent  that  a  gross  amount  of  money 
was  unreasonable,  as  a  matter  of  Eact,  standing  alone? 

A.  Well,  yon  don't  mean  a  discrepancy  between  the  small 
and  the  large  sum  \ 

Q.  Well,  I  don't  mean  discrepancy,  that  is  true,  but  I  mean 
there  is  a  sort  of  twilight  zone  where  people  may  honestly  dif- 
fer as  to  whether  it  is  reasonable  or  unreasonable,  and  still  there 
might  be  occasions  where  the  sum  was  so  great,  so  vast,  that  as 
a  matter  of  common  knowledge  it  should  stand  as  excessive,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  standing  alone? 

A.  Yes.  there  is  a  wide  zone  between  the  minimum  and  the 
maximum  expenditure  of  what  might  be  called  reasonable  and 
necessary,  and  of  course  when  you  pass  into  that  excessive  ex- 
penditure then  you  have  crossed  into  the  wrong — I  mean  where 
it  should  be  condemned. 

Q.  Now  there  was  something  asked  of  you,  whether  you  lim- 
ited the  amount  of  your  expenditure,  and  you  said  no.  Let  me 
ask  you  whether  you  limited  the  scope  of  your  expenditure? 

A.  Why,  I  don't  think  that  I  drew  any  great  or  distinct  pro- 
gram. You  are  limited  of  course  by  what  should  be  done  in 
a  campaign,  and  I  undertook  to  limit  myself  and  all  those  that 
were  working  for  me  by  that — not  to  exceed  what  would  be 
reasonable  and  proper  under  the  circumstances.  That  limita- 
tion I  certainly  put  upon  myself  and  upon  the  others. 

Q.  And  limiting  the  expenditures  along  that  line,  you  neces- 
sarily limited  the  amount,  because,  isn't  it  a  fact,  if  you  had 
gone  into  the  field  at  large  and  established  say  paid  agents  at 
every  poll,  or  two  or  three,  that  that  would  have  enlarged  the 
scope  of  your  expenditures  and  therefore  also  the  amount? 

A.  0,  certainly. 
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.  Q.  Do  you  think  it  is  any  criterion  as  to  whether  a  person 
is  kept  within  the  proprieties  whether  he  can  afford  to  spend 
the  money  he  lias  expended  .' 

A.  No,  I  don'1  think  thai  would  be  a  criterion  a1  all  be- 
cause he  is  attempting  to  do  a  public  service,  that  is,  we  hope 
thai  In-  is  win  ii  he  is  ;i  candidate  for  office. 

<t>.  Take  fur  instance  this  illustration,  if  a  man  should  hi' 
worth  a  h'llii  n  of  dollars  and  he  should  desire  to  appropriate 
to  himself  the  United  States  senatorship,  do  you  think  ho  would 
ho  justiliiil  in   expending  say  ;i   million   of  dollars' 

A.  No.  ho  would  not.  The  limitations  upon  him  would  ho 
the  same  as  on  any  other  man,  and,  thai  is.  as  wo.  have  stated 
hero,  the  limitation  of  what  is  reasonal  le  and  ju-;t  in  view  of 
what  is  good  public  policy. 

(,).  Now.  you  have  stated  here  that  when  you  wont  into  the 
campaign  you  expected  to  gel  the  vote  of  the  legislature  in 
case  you  received  a  pluraliy  of  the  votes.  Would  you  also  have 
thought  so  had  you  made  illegitimate  or  excessive  expenditures 
in  order  to  obtain  that  plurality  ? 

A.  If  I  had  ezpended  money  in  illegitimate  channels,  I  cer- 
tainly wmild  not  expect  that  the  legislature  would  accept  my 
nominal  ion. 

Q.  Then  let  me  ask  you  this,  senator:  If  you  had  made  ex- 
cessive use  of  money,  too  much  money  had  gone  into  your  cam- 
paign, would  ymi  have  expected  to  receive  the  vote  of  a  legis- 
lature if  they  had  become  cognizant  of  that  fael  '. 

A.  You  understand  the  use  in  which  you  are  using  "exces- 
sive," Avrong  use  of  it.' 

Q.  Yes,  excessive. 
'    A.  Wrong  use.     The    word    "excessive''    means    more    than 
Ought  to  have  been  used;  wrong  use  of  it? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  Certainly  that  would  come  under  the  same  answer  to  the 
other  question. 

Q.  You  would  consider  that  in  the  nature  of  a  constructive 
fraud,  would  you  not.  or  would  you? — Meaning  this:  that 
even  if  you  had  put  in  money  which,  standing  alone,  might 
have  been  legitimate,  hut  which  taking  such  great,  vast  por- 
tions, or  done  on  a  wholesale  scale,  might  amount  to  a  perver- 
sion of  the  vote  of  the  people,  that  that  would  be  in  the  nature 
of  a  constructive  fraud     would  he  illegitimate,  would  it  not.' 
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A.  Why,  yes.  certainly. 

Q.  It  comes  down  to  a  question  <>l  whether  ;i  person  go1  his 
election  rightfully  or  wrongfully,  (lues  it  no1  .' 

A.  His  nomination  ! 

Q.  His  nomination,  or  a  plurality  vote? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Now.  I  want  to  jusl  touch  upon  this  briefly.  The  consti- 
tution of  Wisconsin  places  upon  a  member  of  1  li < -  legislature  the 
constitutional  duty  to  select  a  United  states  senator  from  this 
state-    isn  't  that   true  .' 

A.  Certainly,  one  of  the  duties  of  a  legislature. 

Q.  And  the  oath  of  office  of  a  member  of  the  legislature  is  t  > 
support  the  constitution  of  Wisconsin  and  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States — is  that  not  true? 

A.   He  takes  thai  oath  when  he  enters  the  office. 

Q.  Now.  by  the  mere  passing  of  a  law  by  the  legislature  in  a 
way  attempting  to  evade  the  constitutional  way  of  amending 
the  constitution,  can  any  legislature  relieve  any  subsequent 
legislator  from  the  duty  and  responsibility  placed  upon  him  by 
his  oath  of  office  and  by  the  constitution,  so  as  t  >  relieve  him 
from  that  responsibility? 

A.  You  are  (ailing  for  quite  a  little  ezpert  testimony  here. 

Q.  Well.  I  understand  that  you  went  into  this  matter  when 
you  passed  this  primary  election  law.' 

A.  No  legislature  can  pass  an  effective  statute  or  a  statute 
that  will  be  effective  when  it  is  contrary  to  the  provisions  of 
1  he  constitution. 

Q.  And  no  legislature  can  relieve  a  subsequent  legislator 
from  performing  his  legal  or  moral  duty  according  to  the  con- 
stitution and  according  to  his  oath  ? 

A.  Why,  that  would  he  contrary  to  the  constitution  if  he 
undertook  to  do  that. 

Q.  So  that,  does  it  not  become  the  duty  of  every  legislator 
to  regard  the  primary  election  law  as  advisory  or  as  illuminat- 
ing him  as  to  the  apparent  wishes  of  his  constituents  ? 

A.  I  think  I  stated  a  while  ago  that  I  thought  the  primary 
election  intent  was  to  take  the  place  of  the  party  convention. 
In  effect  it  does  take  the  place  of  a  party  caucus  or  convention. 

Q.  Well,  is  that  true  now.  senator?  Let  me  ask  you  this 
question.     There  was  no  such  thing  as  a  popular  convention  to 
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nominate  I  nited  States  senator  before  the  passage  of  this  law, 
was  I  here .' 

A.  No,  sir. 

<L>.  Then,  therefore,  it  could  qo1  have  been  intended  to  take 
i  he  place  of  any 

A.  No,  speaking  directly  aboul  that,  there  was  no  conven- 
tion. Sometimes,  you,  know,  the  convention  assembled  would 
indorse  a  certain  man  for  United  Slates  senator,  take  a  vote  of 
l  he  convention  indorsing  thai  man. 

Q.  Well,  in  any  such  convention,  if  any  there  had  been,  or  as 
conventions  Largely  were  held,  it  look  a  majority  of  that  con- 
veni ion  to  nominate. 

A.  <  >.  yes,  a  convention  always  turned  on  the  majority. 

<Lt.  So  that  il  didn't  have  the  force  of  a  time-worn  usage  or 
old  time  custom  so  far  as  it  related  to  the  nomination  of  United 
States  senator  ? 

A.  I  am  afraid  you  are  undertaking  to  gel  me  to  make  a 
stump  speech. 

(,).  No.  sir.  I  am  just  Irvine-  to  analyze  this  situation  so  that 
the  committee  may  understand  this  particular  question. 

A.   Please  read  the  question. 
Question  read.  I 

A.  Xo.  the  Tinted  States  senator  was  not  nominated  by  a 
convent  ion.  usually. 

(t).  Therefore  I  ask  you.  isn't  it  a  fact  then  that  whether  or 
not  a  legislator  should  or  should  not  vote  for  the  nominee  of 
the  primary  for  United  States  senator  is  a  matter  resting  upon 
his  judgmenl  and  conscience  alone,  whether  to  reject  or  accept 
that  recommendation  or  advisement  of  his  constitutents ? 

A.  Well,  of  course  you  brought  it  down  to  the  question  of 
moral — ■ 

Q.    Yes.  that   is  just  the  point. 

A.  How  much  he  is  hound,  morally.  Of  course  you  cannot 
hind  him  legally,  because  the    constitution    provides    how    he 

shall     he    elected. 

(  ).   Well,  a  mural  obligation  is  personal,  is  it  not? 
V  <  '.  no,  a  moral  obligation  is  a   pret'v  wide  obligation  you 
know. 

Q.    Isn't  it? 

A.  N  on  mean  that,  a  man  who  passes  judgment  himself  on  what 
i>  go<  >d  morals  i 
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(  ).   No,  I  don't  mean  it  in  that  sense.     I  mean  it  is  the  duty  of 

.  \  ery  man Bring  it  right  di  >u  n  t<  i  this  question,  il  is  a  matt(  r 

personal  to  himself  as  to  whether  he  can  c  >nscientiously  vote  for 
the  nominee  of  thai  primary  election? 

A.  Well,  hut  you  were  speaking  about  moral  pressure  or  influ- 
ence in  a  broad  sense. 

Q.  1  did  put  it  in  a  broad  sense,  but  I  didn't  so  intend  it.  I  in- 
tended it  with  reference  to  this  particular  proposition. 

A.  There  are  broad  moral  principles  and  broad  principles  of 
government  that  come  under  moral  principles  that  rest  with  a  tre- 
mendous pressure  upon  every  member  of  the  legislature,  and  he 
can't  say  that  his  individual  opinion  is  only  to  b2  considered;  he 
must  consider  the  broad  question,  and  considering  all  of  those 
broad  moral  principles 

(  ).  Well,  there  is  no  broad  moral  principle  involved  here.  It  is 
a  question  of  whether  he  himself  wishes  to  perform  his  constitu- 
tional duty  with  reference  to  die  election  of  United  States  senator. 
and  a  duty  which  lie  cannot  waive  nor  dodge  behind.  That  is  the 
proposition. 

A.  But  what  are  you  doing  now.  you  are  going  hack  and  putting 
the  legal  point  in  this  case  before  you  are  putting  the  moral. 

O.  No,  I  am  still  speaking  of  fh.2  moral  proposition.  In  other 
words,  tin's  question  is  one  of  whether  or  not  the  primary  nominee 
has  received  his  nomination  fairly  and  honestly  and  justly,  is  it 
not  ? 

A.   T  would  so  consider  it. 

By  Mr.  Whitman : 

O-  And  if  he  has  the  moral  obligation  clear — there  would  be  no 
question  left  for  him  after  that? 

A.  The  candidates  went  out  and  submitted  their  case  to  the  peo- 
ple, the  legislature  provided  a  way;  and  as  T  have  stated  before  it 
was  my  belief  that  the  legislature  would  ac!  on  the  result  after 
ascertaining  the  decision,  barring  of  course,  as  you  all  know,  the 
question  of  fraud  or 

O.  But  that  vote  becomes  a  part  of  the  moral  obligation  ? 

A.  What  vote  do  you  refer  to? 

O-  That  is,  the  result  of  the  primary  vote  becomes  a  part  of  the 
moral  ohligation? 

A.  A  man   accepting  the  office Xow   T   am    speaking  of 

course  about  a  member  of  the  legislature 
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Q.  Yes. 

\.  -  — accepting  the  office.  I  think  it  would  he  fair  to  say  that 
he  holds  out  to  the  people  the  hope  'hat  he  will  conform  to  their 
wishes  as  expressed  in  the  statutes,  and  1  woul  1  1'  ok  upon  the  pri- 
mary with  considerable  of  a  pressure  upon  myself  if  1  was  called 
upon  to  consider  the  question.  But  nevertheless  it  would  not  bar 
me  tor  an  instant  from  considering  the  acts  which  led  up  to  that 
result.      I  think  we  all  agree  in  that. 

().  But  conceding  that  everything  was  regular,  the  person  who 
accepted  the  nomination  and  election  under  the  primary  law 
would  he  deemed  morally  bound  to  vote  for  the  nominee  in  your 
opinion — conceding  regularity  of  course  .J 

A.  I  think  that  was  the  intent  of  the  legislature  that  passed  the 
law.      I  think  I  -  tated  that  before. 

Ad jnurnment  was  then  taken  to  the  following  morning.  Febru- 
ary [8,  [QOQ  at  nine  o'clock  A.  Ah 


Madison,  AY  is..  February  18,  1909. 
9  o'clock  A.  M. 
Hearing  resumed. 
All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

The  Chairman:  I  believe  Mr.  Hambreeht  wanted  to  exam- 
ine St  nator  llatton. 

Senator  llatton:  Before  you  begin  I  just  want  to  say  a 
word.  1  don't  know  as  I  made  it  exactly  plain  yesterday  relat- 
ing to  Mr.  Lush.  Mr.  Bray  asked  me  some  question,  I  was 
thinking  about  it  afterwards,  what  was  said  to  Mr.  Lush  at  the 
opening  of  the  campaign,  lie  said  that  he  would  like  to  draw 
for  personal  use  about  $10  a  week,  and  that  was  about  the  only 
understanding.  I  don't  know  as  I  said  exactly  that,  but  I  just 
want  to  mention  it.  Then  when  he  rendered  a  statement  he 
said  in  his  statement  :  "This  statement  will  enable  you  to  file 
your  expense  account  without  any  further  information,"  or 
something  of  that  kind,  which  led  me  to  believe,  as  I  said  to 
.Mr.  Bray  yesterday,  that  this  matter  was  dosed.  Another  point. 
in  figuring  up  the  amount  that  was  additional  to  the  statement 
that   was  til,  d.  the  $1,000  that  was  added  to  that,  I  noticed  in 
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figuring  it  over  afterwards  H  was  figured  in  here  as  being  ad- 
ditional money  paid,  that  $1,000  paid  to  Mr.  Dick.  Thai  $1,000 
in  checking  over  after  the  statemenl  was  filed,  in  checking  over 
Mr.  Lush's  accounl  I  found  there  was  $1,000  difference  between 
the  amounts  and  thai  $1,000  I  added  to  this,  although  il  was 
paid  before.     I  just  make  that  in  explanation. 

Mr.  Bray:     Will   it   make  any  difference  in   the  total? 

A.  No. 

AI r.   [ngalls:      T  understood   il   that   way  exactly. 

A.  Well,  that  was  all  right  then,  f  was  afraid  I  hadn't  made 
that  plain. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht  : 

Q.  I  want  to  read  just  a  paragraph  of  the  record  yesterday 
in  Senator  Husting's  examination,  near  the  bottom  of  the  page. 
Senator  Husting  in  part  asked  this  question: 

"Hut  T  mean  there  is  sort  of  a  twilight  /one  where  people 
may  honestly  differ  as  to  whether  it  is  reasonable  or  unreason- 
able, and  still  there  might  be  occasions  where  the  sum  was  so 
great,  so  vast,  that  as  a  matter  of  common  knowledge  it  should 
stand  as  excessive,,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  standing  alone. 

A.  Yes,  there  is  a  wide  zone  between  the  minimum  and  the 
maximum  expenditure  of  what  might  be  called  reasonable  and 
necessary,  and  of  course  when  you  pass  into  that  excessive  ex- 
penditure, then  you  have  crossed  into  the  wrong — I  mean  where 
it  should  be  condemned." 

O.  Basing  that  definition  of  excessive,  and  using  that,  you  an- 
swered several  questions  following  that  the  excessive1  use  of 
money  in  that  sense  would  be  wronc  Now.  T  would  like  to 
have  you  define  what  vou  und^r^+and  by  "excessive  figures," 
because  it  has  a  direct  bearing  on  this  question  of  our  inquiry. 

V  ^rou  mean  excessive  amounts? 

O.  Yes. 

A.  T  think  T  explained  yesterdav  that  from  mv  judgmenl  that 
no  man  could  pass  intelligent  nidsmvmt  noon  the  expenditures 
without  taking  into  consideration  th°  circumstances — that  i*. 
tyhal  might  be  hebl  to  be  excessiv  >  and  wronqr  expenditure  or- 
der one  set  of  circumstances  mi*?ht  b°  lvld  to  be  reasonable 
o'w"l"r  ?no+h°r  set,  and  therefore  verv  difficult  to  draw  a  liiv. 

O.  Would  you  want  it  understood,  then,  senator,  that  yon 
could  set  anv  amount  as  standing  alone  as  being  excessive? 
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A.  No,  sir,  I  don't  think  that  I  would  be  able  to  say  that,  any 
certain   amount.     I    think    ['said  yesterday — 

<L>.  (interrupting)  Perhaps  i1  was  lefl  in  a  way,  as  though 
it  mighl  stand  thai  way  .' 

A.  I  think  latn-  I  believe  we  must  have  broughl  thai  out.  he- 
cause  I  said,  as  I  recoiled  it  now.  that  we  must  take  into  con- 
sideration the  whole  subject,  and  that  we  would  not  be  able  to 
fix,  and  several  questions  attempted  to  have  me  fix.  and  I  said 
that  I  could  not  intelligently  place  a  figure  what  mighl  he 
called  the  maximum  amount  thai  mighl  be  expended;  it  would 
depend  on  what  a  man  expend. s  it  for;  you  have  got  to  take  1hat 
into  consideration. 

Q.  You  were  later  asked  the  question,  on  page  296.  as  to 
whether  you  would  expect  the  legislature  to  ratify  the  nomina- 
tion if  you  had  spent  an  excessive  amount  of  money,  using  "ex- 
cessive" in  the  sense  that  was  defined  by  Mr.  Husting,  and  you 
said  "Certainly  not"  or  words  to  that  effect  .' 

A.  Yes.  Usuing  the  word  "excessive."  meaning  a  wrong  and 
unlawful  use  of  money.  Of  course,  then  you  would  not  expect 
to  have  the  legislature  consider  a  primary  nomination  binding 
regardless  of  how    that    nomination   was  secured. 

Q.  Do  you  confuse  in  any  way  "wrong"  and  "unreasonable," 
or  do  ymi  use  them  to  a  certain  extent  as  synonymous?  AVhaf 
I  mean  is  this,  do  you  mean  by  "excessive"  then  a  foolish  ex- 
penditure of  money,  an  unnecessary  expenditure,  or  do  you  use 
that  in  the  sense  of  unreasonable  expenditure,  spending  if  in 
channels  in  which  it  ought  not  to  he  spent? 

A.  T  think  that  a  man  spending  foolishly,  from  a  broad  pub- 
lic policy  standpoint,  it  should  he  condemned  and  it  shouldn't 
he  encouraged,  hut  legally,  of  course,  it  might  not  he  held  to 
void  his  nomination. 

Q.  Supposing  subsequent  developments  would  show  thai 
money  was  spenl  foolishly  in  the  nomination,  although  not  il- 
legally, should  thai  relieve  the  legislature  from  ratifying  the 
primarv  choice,  in  your  iudgmeut? 

A.  Well,  that  is  a  hard  question  to  answer,  giving  any  intel- 
ligent idea  of  what  T  have  in  mind.  Now,  a  man  snends  money 
foolishly —  Of  course,  the  idea,  as  T  gather  it  is,  the  intent  and 
the  purnose  for  which  money  was  used  is  a  matter  of  proper 
inquiry  by  Ihe  legislature,  as  to  whether  he  has  used  it  illegally. 
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and  to  defeal  in  an  illegal  manner  the  purpose  of  the  primary 
election,     speaking  qom   of  a   primary  election. 

<t>.   Would  ;i  comparison  of  ; uhts  alone  in  a  primary  elec 

tion  be  any  criterion  as  to  whether  money  was  excessively  spenl 
i>r  not,  saying  thai  one  candidate  spenl  $50,000  and  another  e  n 
didate  $100,000,  could  any  inference  be  drawn  from  thai  thai 
one  mighl   be  excessive  in  this  primary  .' 

A.  o.  1  don'1  see  why  thai  would  be  taken  as  a  criterion.  As 
I  have  stated  before,  the  purposes  for  which  the  money  was 
spent,  and  the  intent,  and  all  those  things,  haw  to  be  taken 
into  consideration.  One  man's  political  judgmenl  mighl  be 
differenl  from  another's;  and  he  mighl  pursue  differenl  politi- 
cal methods.  Those  are  matters  for  the  people  to  take  into 
consideration;  those  who  have  this  matter  in  charge. 

(,).  If  llic  examination  would  show  thai  the  organization  of 
one  candidate  wenl  to  a  greater  extent,  and  covered  a  greater 
amounl  of  territory,  winch  would  necessarily  involve  a  greater 
expenditure  of  money,  mighl  not  thai  all  he  Legitimate  expendi- 
ture and  st:ll   account    for  a   vast   d  fferenee   in   the  ; nuts  the 

candidates   expended  ' 

A.  <me  man  mighl  spend  more  than  another  along  legitimate 
channels.  It  would  he  an  unfortunate  situation  if  it  ever  came 
to  the  place  that  any  candidate  could  go  out  and  secure  a  nom- 
ination oi-  an  election — in  this  case  we  will  just  use  the  word 
nomination — Mid  then  the  legislature  should  he  obliged  under 
public  pressure  or  public  opinion,  or  for  any  other  cause,  he 
obliged  to  ratify  th&l  nomination  by  electing  that  man.  without 
regard  to  how  that  man  secured  the  nomination. 

Q.  You  have  had  experience  in  practical  polities  for  a  number 
of  years,  have  you  no1  .' 

A.   I  don'1   know  whal  you  call  "practical  politics." 

Q.  As  a  candidate  for  office  .' 

A.  I  a>!'  not  a  very  practical  politician,  as  the  results  have 
shown. 

Q.  I  wen!:]  distinguish  between  the  practical  politician  and 
the  theoretical  one:  one  who  would  write  aboul  such  things, 
and  one  who  would  engage   in   them. 

A'.  ( ).  yes.  I  have  had  to  do  with  politics. 

Q.   Will  you  state  whether  or  not  i1   is  easy  to  interesl  i pie 

in  a  primary  nomination  so  as  to  gel   the  vote  out.   from  your 
experience .' 
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A.  The  indifference  of  the  voters  on  nil  occasions,  hot h  pri- 
mary and  election,  is  to  be  regretted.  There  should  be  a  very 
much  greater  interest   shown   by  the  citizens  in   these  matters, 

ai  (1  a  man  \vl  o  does  nol  vote  or  wa il s  for  some  one  to  come 
with  a  carriage  to  draw  him  to  the  polls,  certainly  needs  some 
good,  strong  lessons  in  citizenship.  Have  1  answered  your 
qui  st  ion  '. 

Q.  Partially,  yes.  Did  you  have  something  else  to  say  along 
that  line? 

A.   No.     I   wanted  to  know   if  I   made  a   clear  answer. 

Q.  In  order  to  get  an  expression  of  the  people,  state  whether 
or  not  you  think  it  is  necessary  for  a  candidate  to  advertise  the 
principles  for  which  he  stands,  or  Ids  personal  qualifications 
for  the  office  before  the  people  .' 

A.  Well,  I  think  there  is  a  combination  in  there  that  yon 
can  hardly  separate.  There  are  many  times  great  movemenls 
that  sweep  men  into  office  because  of  the  particular  set  of  cir- 
cumstances that  have  seemed  to  have  centered  on  that  partic- 
ular man:  whereas  if  he  stood  out  individually,  he  might  not 
win.  But  the  particular  thing  that  he. stands  for — that  is.  the 
others  in  his  party  stand  for — or  the  set  of  men  that  are  sup- 
porting him  stand  for.  might  sweep  him  into  office;  but  ordinar- 
ily the  personal  qualifications  of  the  man.  together  with  what 
he  stands  for,  is  what  the  people  consider  when  they  come  to 
the  consideration  of  the  qualifications  of  a  man  for  office. 

Q.  I  think  we  are  both  agreed  on  the  fact  that  the  people  gen- 
erally are  indifferenl  to  both  nominations  and  elections,  as  ex- 
pressed by  the  number  of  votes  east.  Now  in  order  to  get  at 
'hat  indifference,  and  wake  the  people  up  to  the  fact  that  there- 
arc  conflicting  forces  in  the  field,  asking  their  suffrage,  is  it 
iM  :essa.ry  in  your  judgment  that  the  candidate — in  ease  of  the 
prim;  ry — so  advertise  the  things  that  he  stands  for.  in  order  to 
wake  up  this  conscience? 

A.  J  would  not  like  to  have  it  appear  that  1  have  said  thai 
the  people  are  indifferent.  There  is  not  that  alertness  that  is 
desirable  for  the  best  interests  of  the  public;  and  there  are  a 
rreat  many  people  who  are  laboring  very  assiduously  along  the 
lines  of  public  policy,  and  then  there  are  others  who  are  very 
ind:fferent. 

Q.  Accepting  that  modification,  will  yon  answer  the  question? 

A.  Now.   the   question,   of  course,   of  public   policy    involved 
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there  as  I  have  stated,  yesterday,  is  whether  in  the  expenditure 
of  the  money  the  man  goes  ou1  to  set  forth  sound  fundamental 
principles  of  government  and  arouses  the  people,  or  whether 
he  goes  oul  on  ;i  personal  <-;ttiij>j«t*_:ti  to  arouse  those  who  are 
indifferenl  and  bring  them  in  for  the  sole  purpose  of  securing 
;i  vote;  doI  on  the  fundamental  and  sound  principles  of  gov- 
ernment, but  on  his  personal  campaign.  Now.  you  understand 
I  am  not  condemning.  I  say  there  is  ;i  wide  field  in  there,  and 
the  expenditure  of  money  might  be  approved  in  one  ease  and 
where  it  was  in  excess  of  the  expenditure  in  the  other  case, 
viewed  from  the  standpoint  of  public  policy. 

Q.  Now.  as  a  man  having  experience  in  practical  politics,  how 
would  you  suggesl  thai  this  apathy  among  the  people  can  be 
awakened  ? 

A.  Well,  that  is  the  question  thai  is  troubling  a  great  many 
people  who  are  interested  in  public  questions  and  governmental 
affairs. 

Q.  One  of  the  ways  that  is  used  is  for  the  candidate  or  party 
to  spend  money  in  advertising  the  principles  for  which  it  stands, 
is  it   not  .' 

A.  Yes.  thai  is  a  common  practice,  to  set  before  the  people 
the  points  at  issue,  and  the  respective  qualifications  of  the  can- 
didates. 

O-  \\"iild  the  expenditure  in  your  judgment  o-f  from  one  hun- 
dred thousand  to  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  organizing  the 
state,  in  a  senatorial  campaign,  in  which  there  are  tour  candidates. 
when  each  individual  might  have  had  personal  ambition,  and  each 
individual  thought  Or  represented  that  he  stood  for  some  political 
principle,  be  excessive? 

A.  I  think  I  told  the  committee  yesterday  that  I  would  not  like 
to  place  a  figure  on  what  I  considered  a  maximum  amount  in  rela- 
tion to  a  campaign  in  which  the  amounts  expended  by  the  different 
candidates  have  been  stated;  and  therefore  it  would  appear  to  be 
aj)]. roving  or  condemning  an  amount  tha'  was  expended  by  a  rival 
candidate. 

Q.  You  replied  to  Senator  Husting  that  some  figure  standing 
alone.  wou!d  be  beyond  the  zone  of  reasonableness,  and  would  be 
unreasonable.  That  stands  on  the  record.  What  figure  would 
stand  outside  of  the  zone  ? 

A.  I  think  that  you  will  have  fo  read  more  of  the  record  before 
that  question  could  be  c  msiderately  answered. 
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Mr.  [ngalls:  I  don't  understand  that  the  .senator  stated  any 
figures. 

Air.  Hambrecht:  No,  I  know  he  did  no' .  He  said  there  might 
be  a  line  beyond  which  we  would  all  agree  would  be  unreasonable. 
I  would  like  to  have  that  figure  a  little  more  definite. 

A.  Well,  I  modified  that  by  saying,  as  I  have  said  this  morning, 
that  before  you  can  pass  judgment  on  that  you  must  take  into  con- 
sideration all  the  circumstances  under  which  the  expenditure  was 
made  and  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  expended,  and  all  that. 
Now,  this  being  the  campaign  you  are  investigating,  and  1  having 
been  a  candidate,  and  others  having  stated  the  amounts  they  ex- 
pended, do  you  see  that  for  me  to  express  an  opinion,  or  answer 
v. air  question  direct,  would  be  either  to  condemn  or  approve  an 
amount  of  money  that  has  been  expended  by  rival  candidates. 

(.).  ddie  conditions  are  also  well  known  here,  so  that  we  might 
get  some  light  <  n  that. 

A.  But,  you  understand  1  have  been  a  candidate.  Some  other 
man  might  come  here  and  with  all  propriety  answer  that  question 
to  the  best  of  his  judgment. 

Q.  You  would  rather  he  excused  from  answering  that  question, 
then  ? 

A.   1  think  1  have  made  it  quite  plain;  I  hope  I  have. 
Q.   Would  it  make  any  difference  as  to  the  amount  of  money 
diat  might  properly  he  spent  when  there  are  several  candidates  in 
the  field,  as  compared  with  when  there  are  two  candidates  in  the 
field,  for  nomination  for  United  States  senator? 

A.  (  ),  I  don't  know  as  that  would  make  so  very  much  differ- 
ence. I  hardly  see  where  that  would  make  a  great  deal  of  differ- 
ence, the  number  of  candidates  would  hardly  make  very  much 
difference.     It  might  make  some. 

Q.  Isn't  it  your  judgment  that  the  contest  might  he  more  divided 
and  mere  animated,  with  more  people  in  the  race? 

A.  Those  people  who  take  an  interest  generally  get  to  he  as 
active  with  two  candidates  as  they  would  with  three  or  five;  hut 
-till  that  is  a  matter  of  judgment.  I  wouldn't  have  any  clear  opin- 
ion on  that.  I  would  like  to  have  you  understand  that  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  these  abstract  questions,  and  in  answering  your  ab- 
stract questions,  that  I  have — 1  want  you  to  understand  that  I  am 
considering  the  question  in  an  abstract  way.  rather  than  relating 
lo  this  particular  campaign. 

().    I    understand.      That   is  what    1    wanted   in   that  connection. 
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This  question  was  asked  you  yesterday,  by  Senator  Husting: 
'"Now,  by  the  mere  passing  of  a  law  by  t}ie  legislature  in  a  way 
attempting  to  evade  the  constitutional  way  of  amending  tin-  con 
stituticn,  can  any  legislature  relieve  an)  subsequenl  legislator  Erom 
the  duty  and  responsibility  placed  upon  him  by  his  oath  of  office 
and  by  the  constitution,  so  as  to  relieve  him  from  thai  responsibil- 
ity?" And  alter  explaining  thai  questi  »n  more  m  detail  it  was 
agreed  that  ii  c  add  n<  t,  ;is  a  matter  of  law.  Was  it  nol  the  in- 
tention of  that  legislature,  however,  when  that  law  was  passed,  to 
make  it  as  binding  upon  the  subsequent  legislators  a-  a  legislative 
caucus  in  the  election  of  United  S'atts  senators? 

Mr.  [ngalls:  1  think  the  senati  r  1  as  covered  that  subject  pretty 
thoroughly. 

Witness:     Yes,  1  stated  ab<  ut that. 

Mr.  [ngalls:     1  think  he  discussed  ;  11  i  hases  of  it. 

Air.  Hambrecht  :  1  want  to  ask  him  one  question  [  am  sure  he- 
has  not  answered  : 

Q.  Do  yon  understand  a  legislative  caucus  is  legally  binding 
upon  any  member  in  it   : 

A.    No,  <  ir,  I  think  not. 

Q-   It  is  simply  a  moral  obligation,  i  i  your  judgment. 

(  Xo  answer.  ) 

0.  The  C.  F.  Stout,  to  whom  you  referred  in  your  expense  ac- 
count, was  a  candidate  for  the  legislature,  was  he  not  ? 

A.    Yes.   sir.    lie   was. 

Q.  Did  .Mi-.  Ekern  have  any  part  in  managing  your  campaign  ? 

A.  Not  any  direct  connection,  except  what  lie  might  have 
worked,  with  Mr.  Dick  and  others  in  promoting  the  general 
work. 

(,).  You  had  no  arrangement   with  him  of  any  kind? 

A.  Xo.  net    in   any  way. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  In  speaking  about  whether  the  expenditure  of  money  is 
reasonable  or  unreasonable,  would  it  make  any  difference 
whether  a  candidate  was  spending  a  great  amount  of  money  to 
advance  some  great  political  principle,  or  expending  this  money 
in  causing  great  pictures  with  "Grand  old  Man"  to  lie  posted 
all  over  the  state  and  in  the  newspapers  at   large? 

A.  1  have  stated  a  few  minutes  ago  that  in  the  discussion  of 
these  questions  that   were  put  to  me.  these   ahstract    questions 
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put  to  me,  that  I  wanted  it  understood  that  I  was  in  no  way 
referring  to  the  candidate,  or  the  presenl  campaign.  I  am 
afraid  the  senator  lias  framed  up  a  question  which  brings  me 
pretty  dose  to  the  present  campaign,  if  I  should  answer  it  cor- 
rectly. 

(.^.  I  will  ask  another  question,  then.  If  it  should  be  consid- 
ered reasonable  and  necessary  to  have  a  paid  agenl  at  every 
poll  in  Wisconsin,  to  gel  out  the  indifferent  voter,  and  induce 
him  to  vote,  in  some  way,  for  the  candidate,  whal  show  would 
a  man  of  considerably  larger  and  better  ability  have  who  did 
not  have  the  means  to  man  the  polls' 

Mr.  Tngalls:  I  suppose  that  is  for  better  information  on  the 
primary,  is  it? 

Mr.  Husting:     Yes. 

A.  The  growing  tendency  for  the  use  of  money  in  elections 
is  to  be  regretted,  and  any  reasonable  method  of  restraining 
that  without  violating  the  constitutional  provisions,  and  inter- 
l'en  ing  with  the  liberties  of  the  people,  would  be  in  the  interest 
of  good  government.  The  policy  accepted  by  public  opinion 
that  we  allow  a  man  to  go  out  and  literally  overcome  all  op- 
position by  the  use  of  money  certainly  would  be  against  good 
public  policy,  and  if  there  is  no  way  of  restraining  that  at  the 
present  time  it  would  seem  to  be  very  much  in  the  interest  of 
the  people  and  good  government  to  provide  some  way  to  prevent 
that   sort  of  thing  happening. 

Q.  Referring  back  to  the  question:  What,  if  any.  disadvan- 
tage would  such  a  person  be  under  who  has  not  the  means  to 
man    the   polls,   under,  the  present  condition:' 

A.  You  mean  what  chance  would  he  have  for  election  .' 

.Q.  P^or  success,  yes,  sir. 

A.  You  must  know  the  candidate,  and  you  must  know  whether 
the  people  are  aroused  previously  under  some  agitation,  or  some 
wrong  that  they  thought  they  had  suffered,  and  one  man  mighl 
become  a  champion  of  and  the  other  stand  out.  so  that  the 
people  who  give  attention  to  those  things  would  be  so  aroused 
that  the  indifferent  part  of  the  voting  population  would  not 
he  enough  to  overcome  it;  but  other  things  being  equal,  the  can- 
didates being  fairly  equal  in  their  standing  before  the  people. 
why  of  course  the  man  who  had  the  money  to  hire  men  to  go 
about  and  bring  these  votes  out  would  have  a  great  advantage. 
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By  Mr.  Bray: 

(t).  1  believe  you  employed  Senator  Hudnall  to  do  some  work 
for  you  during  the  campaign,  did  you  qo1  .' 

A.  He  did  some  work  in  the  campaign.  I  paid  his  expenses. 
Ilr  received   nothing   for  compensation. 

(,).  Was  he  a  candidate  for  election  this  fall.' 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  You  knew  lie  would  be  a  member  of  the  legislature? 

A.  He  was  a  hold-over  senator,  ami  supporetd  me  when  I  was 
a  candidate  in  the  las!   legislature. 

Q.  Then  you  knew  he  would  be  .1  member  of  the  legislature? 

A.  Certainly.     He  was  already  a  member  of  the  legislature. 

Q.  Did  you   employ   Senator  Sanborn? 

A.   No.  sir,  T  did  not. 

Q.  Did  he  do  any  work  for  you  .' 

A.   T  think  he  did. 

Q.  Was  it  at  your  request  ! 

A.  T  don't  recall  that  now.  T  would  ao1  hesitate  to  request 
Senator  Sanborn,  because  he  has  always  been  a  strong  friend 
of  mine,  and  was  a  very  ardent  supporter  of  mine  in  the  legis- 
lature when  T  was  a  candidate. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  was  paid  anything? 

A.  I  don't  think  he  received  anything. 

Q.   Was  he  a  candidate  for  election  this  fall  .' 

A.  T  think  he  was. 

(,).  Did  you  employ  any  other  member  of  the  present  legisla- 
ture to  work  for  you  in  the  campaign? 

A.  You  are  speaking'  about   me  personally  .' 

A.  Well.  I  want  to  include  anyone  that  your  authorized 
agents  would  employ.  T  do  not  wanl  ti>  limit  it  to  what  you 
did  personally;  anything  that  you  know  about 

A.  Mr.  Dick,  as  I  explained  yesterday,  yen  know,  paid  out 
this  money;  and  1  paid  no  attention  to  what  his  plan  of  cam- 
paign was  in  that  respect;  but  T  think'  thai  he  paid  some  m< y 

to — I  don't  just  recall,  but  I  think*  to  Senator  Lockney. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  was  a  candidate? 

A.  He  was  not  a  candidate. 

Q.  You  knew  he  would  be  a  member  of  the  legislature? 

A.  Certainly,  he  was  a  hold-over  senator.  But  you  under- 
stand, now,  Mr.  Dick  employed  him.     I  didn't  know  anything 
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aboul  liis  having  been  employed,  personally,  hut  thai  donM 
make  any  difference. 

(^.  I  will  make  my  question  a  little  different.  Was  there 
anyone  employed  l>.v  anyone  in  your  behalf  in  your  campaign 
who  is  now  n  member  of  the  present  Legislature,  or  who  w;is  a 
candidate  for  aomination  for  membership  in  the  present  legis- 
lature .' 

A.   I  just  answered  that,  thai  there  was. 

Q.  I  want  to  make  my  question  a  little  fuller,  to  include  can- 
didates who  perhaps  were  not  elected  .' 

A.  Well,  Mr.  C.  F.  Stout  was  not  elected,  and  he  was  em- 
ployed; but.  when  I  engaged  him  to  do  the  work,  or  he  came 
and  offered  to  do  the  work.  I  did  not  know  whether  he  was  a 
candidate  or  not,  and  did  not  know  whether  lie  would  he.  He 
was  not  a  candidate  at  the  time. 

Q.  Did  he  stop  working  for  you  when  lie  became  a  candidate  .' 

A.  That  I  don't  know.  He  could  state  about  that:  but  I 
paid  him  no  money,  except  for  expenses  connected  with  the 
senatorial  campaign.     That  was  my  understanding. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  that  the  candidates  in  the  last  primary 
for  senatorial  election  would  he  perhaps  the  most  competent 
testimony  we  could  secure  as  to  what  the  cost  of  the  primary 
election  in  a  state  campaign  would  be? 

A.  Why.  a  man  having  had  experience  in  any  line,  his 
opinion  is  better  than  the  man  who  has  not  had  experience,  of 
course. 

Q.  We  have  not  bad  primary  elections  a  greal  many  years. 
Don't  you  think  that  perhaps  you,  and  perhaps  the  other  can- 
didates in  the  election,  particularly  the  republican  candidates, 
would  be  the  best  .judires.  give  the  most  competent  testimony, 
as  to  what  the  cost  under  the  present  laws  would  lie — T  mean 
legitimate  cost? 

A.  Well.  T  don'1  know  as  to  that.  Of  course,  you  see  there 
have  been  a  great  many  candidates  For  state  offices,  ci  vering 
tin1  whole  state,  covering  the  same  territory,  and  they  might 
he  men  of  better  judgment  than  the  candidates  for  United 
States  senator.  They  have  all  bad  that  experience:  some  of 
them  more  than  once. 

Q.  None  of  them  made  as  vigorous  campaigns  as  the  senator- 
ial candidates,  I  believe,  did  they — in  your  opinion?     However, 
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thai  is  not  very  important,  if  you  do  no1  wanl  to  answer  that 
I  would  like  to  have  you  tell  us.  if  you  can,  and  the  besl  you 
can,  what  you  mean  by  "organization."  You  have  used  thai 
word  a  good  deal.  When  you  speak  oi  a  e  tunty  or  ;i  state  or 
pari  of  ;i  state  i  eing  "organized  "  what  does  thai  mean  1  Whal 
is  necessary  to  have  an  eflficienl  organization,  we  will  say  in  a 
county?  I  mean  an  organization  for  the  proper  eondud  of  a 
campaign;  oo1  for  any  illegal  or  unlawful  or  immoral  or  de- 
moralizing purpose,  bu1  for  good  eflficienl  work,  whal  wTould  be 
neeessary  to  have  an  eflficienl  organization  in  an  ave 
county,  for  instance.  Waupaca  county? 

A.  An  efficient  organization  is  largely  a  matter  of  judgment. 

Q.   I  want  your  judgment. 

A.   It  Mould  depend  a  greal  deal  u] the  campaign.     Now, 

as  I  said  before,  if  a  man  was  a  candidate  when  there  was  greal 
public  interest  on  any  particular  question,  if  he  stood  as  the 
leader  and  champion  of  that  particular  cause,  he  mighl 
sibly  not  require  the  same  organization  as  he  would  under 
other  circumstances  Tt  would  be  very  difficull  for  any  man  to 
lay  down  a  rule  of  instructions  to  the  people  engaged  in 
political  contests  as  to  whal  they  should  do  in  the  way  of  or- 
ganization. Tf  il  were  left  to  me  T  would  perhaps  at  one 
campaign  lay  out  one  system,  and  a1  the  next  lay  ou1  another 
system,  so  that  I  don't  think  that  any  man  can  say  just  what 
oughl  to  l)i"  done  until  the  occasion  arises,  and  he  meets  the  con- 
ditions, and  takes  into  consideration  the  surrounding  circum- 
stances 

Q.  T  ask  you  this  question  on  the  premises  thai  all  the  can- 
didates are  equally  well  and  favorably  known:  thai  thev  are 
all  about  the  same  age;  that  they  have  aboul  Jim  same  amount 
of  money;  and  in  all  respects,  in  regard  to  intesritv  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind  they  are  equally  well  known  ;  thai  there  are 
no  advantages  of  that  kind. 

A.  Those  points  you  have  included,  covering  the  aere,  etc. 
your  question  does  not  refer  to  the  present   campaign? 

Q.  This  is  not  a  personal  ouestiqn  at  all.  T  am  asking  a 
question  which  you  will  feel  at  liberty  to  answer.  You  are  uo1 
at  liberty.  T  see.  to  answer  any  questions  which  refer  to  the  last 
campaign;  hot  I  want  to  take  an  average  man.  an  average  cam- 
paign, and  an  average  county,  and  ask  you  what  is  necessary 
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Eor  organization.  I  don't  want  to  know  from  you  thai  it 
differs  under  different  conditions  or  differenl  ideas;  or  that 
different  men  have  different  ideas;  but  1  want  to  know  what 
vonr  opinion  is  as  to  what  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  Eor  an 
efficient  organization  in  a  county,  with  an  average  man.  in  an 
average  campaign,  with  an  average  number  of  candidates,  and 
with  average  age,  and  well  known  iii  every  way.  I  wanl  to  get 
at  a  typical  ease. 

A.  Yes.  but  yon  sec  yon  never  would  get  such  a  bunch  as  that 
together. 

Q.  Well,  I  think,  senator,  that  my  question  is  a  possible  ques- 
tion, and  it's  a  question  that  yon  can  answer,  and  I  think  it's 
apparent  to  i  veryone  here  that  yon  are  evading  the  answer.  I 
think  it  is  a  perfectly  legitimate  question.  1  think  the  primary 
object  of  this  investigation  is  to  discover,  it'  possible,  what  is  a 
legitimate  expense  in  a  primary  campaign  and  to  find  out  the 
Maws,  if  there  are  any.  in  the  present  law.  and  I  think  that  it  is 
very  much  more  important  to  find  that  out  than  it  is  to  find  nut 
just  how  you  spent  your  money  or  that  Mi'.  Stephenson  did.  I 
think'  if  we  can  accomplish  anything  toward  an  improvement 
in  the  future,  it  is  certainly  a  higher  object  and  the  evidence 
would  hi'  competent  and  material,  and  1  would  like  to  have  you 
answer,  if  yon  are  willing  to  answer.— it  isn't  a  personal  ques- 
tion,— with  regard  to  the  organization  and  the  cost  of  organiza- 
tion in  a  county  such  as  Waupaca  county.  I  see  that  Waupaca 
has  about  a  seventeenth  of  the  population  of  the  state,  and  it's 
aboul  an  average  size  county,  in  every  way  it's  a  good  county, 
oid  T  thought  you  were  familiar  with  that  county,  so  I  think 
that  testimony  from  you  would  he  very  valuable. 

A.  Well,  now,  in  view  of  what  has  occurred  here  during  this 
investigation,  you  wouldn't  like  that — T  think  you  didn't  think 
when  you  ^\\i]  that  you  thought  T  was  trying  to  evade  the  ques- 
tion,—yon  wouldn't  like  to  have  that  included  in  your  ques- 
tion, would  you? 

Q.  Well,  I  will  withdraw  what  T  said    with   regard    to   what 
Hi'i-s  might  think,  hut  mv  personal  opinion  is.  T  think  you  are 
evading  this  question  so  far. 

A.  The  question  you  have  asked  relates  to  organization  .' 

Q.  Yes.  sir. 

A.  Well,  I  am  sorry  to  have  you  have  that  opinion,  because  I 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   l.W  KSTK  ;.\TK  ).\.      225 

certainly  have  no  idea  of  evading  any  question  that  has  been 
asked  of  me.  Yon  are  asking  an  abstract  question  and  you  are 
supposing  a  se1  of  conditions  thai  it  is  utterly  impossibL  to 
bring  aboul  in  any  campaign  al  any  time.    Ii  never  has  occurred 

and  we  all  know  thai  it  never  can  occur.  Now,  as  I  have  said 
before,  what  is  reasonable  organization  for  om   campaign  is  not 

a  reasonable  organization  in  another  campaign.-  reasonable  and 
necessary,  we  will  say. —and  for  any  man  to  say  that  he  can 
sit  down  and  lay  out  a  plan  of  campaign  that  will  hold  good 
under  all  circumstances  and  he  considered  by  competent  judges 
and  fair-minded  men  as  reasonable  and  just  and  necessary  un- 
der all  circumstances  and  all  campaigns,  why.  he  is  a  man  that 
has  so  much  more  egotism  than  any  man  is  entitled  to  have,  that 
Ins  judgment  ought  not  to  he  taken. 

Q.  Senator.  I  have  been  asking  you  an  abstract  question,  be- 
cause I  wanti  d  to  avoid  the  embarrassment  of  asking  you  a  per- 
sonal one;  T  haven't  met  with  much  success,  so  I  will  ask  you 
personally  what  it  would  have  cost  you  in  the  last  campaign,  un- 
der the  conditions  that  existed,  to  thoroughly  and  efficiently  and 
properly  organize  Winnebago  county,  on  the  condition  that  you 
are  not  limited  in  the  amount  of  money  that  you  could  spend.' 
T  think   perhaps  that   question    is  comprehensible   and    possible. 

A.  That,  of  course,  brings  it  down  to  the  present  campaign  .' 

Q.  1  am  speaking  about  the  last  primary  campaign.  T  wished 
to  avoid  making  it  personal;  that  is  the  reason  T  asked  the  gen- 
eral question. 

A.  T  understand,  and  I  want  you  to  understand  that  there  is 
not  the  remotest  idea  in  my  mind  of  trying  to  evade  any  ques- 
tion that  is  put  to  me.  You  see  Waupaca  county  is  the  county 
in  which  T  live. 

Q.  That  is  the  reason  I  thought  perhaps  you  would  know 
something  about  it. 

A.  Xow.  it  would  require  a  different  organization  in  a  county 
in  which  a  man  lives  and  was  well  known  from  a  county  in 
which  he  was  not  a  resident  and  was  not  well  known.  A  man 
might  see  where  he  could  use  money  legally  and  still  refrain 
from  using  it.  under  the  head  of  public  policy.  T  certainly  have 
to  repeat  what  T  said  before,  that  T  don't  feel  competent  to  say 
what  would  be  a  proper,  necessary,  reasonable  organization.  Tf 
a  man  was  conducting  a  state  wide  campaign  he  would  prob- 
15 
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ably  do  a  good  deal  as  J  did,  pay  very  little  attention  to  his 
tome  county.  1  gave  very  little  attention  to  my  home  county, 
and  I  was  trying  to  do  all  that  I  thought  was  reasonable  and  as 
far  as  my  ability  went  to  promote  the  candidacy  of  one  of  the 

candidates. 

(^.  You  don't  think  that  Waupaca  county  would  be  a  good 
example  of  the  condition  in  this  case? 

A.   Well.   I  a nly  explaining,  you  asked  me  particularly  as 

to  Waupaca  county.  I  am  trying  to  show  you  the  different  con- 
ditions. Now.  as  L  have  said  before,  the  different  conditions 
existing  makes  an  organization  different,  you  want  a  different 
organization  in  one  county  than  in  another,  tin  refore  you  can 
lay  out  no  rule. 

Q.  No,  but  T  only  asked  you  about  Wapaca  county.  If  you 
would  rather  testify  on  some  other  county,  1  am  willing  to  give 
you  the1  privilege  of  picking  out  any  county  in  the  state  you 
would  like  to  testify  to. 

A.  I  don't  think  that  I  could  give — I  don't  know  as  I  would 
want  to  give  what  might  be  held  to  be  an  expert  opinion  upon 
the  organization  for  a  political  campaign  of  the  state.  That 
is  what,  of  course,  it  would  mean  if  yon  use  a  typical  county  as 
,in  examph  . 

Q.  And  you  don't  want  to  testify  as  to  what  would  be  the 
legitimate  cost  in  the  state  or  in  any  part  of  the  state  of  an  or- 
ganization that  would  hear  the  light,  be  perfectly  proper  in 
every  way  ? 

A.  Why.  I  think  I  have  expressed  so  many  opinions  on  that 
during  the  course  of  the  questioning  that  it  seems  to  me  you 
have  an  idea  about  what  I  thought  about  the  question,  and.  as 
I  am  explaining  now.  when  it  comes  right  down  to  making  a 
specific — stating  a  specific  amount  and  laying  out  a  framework 
that  is  applicable — why.  I  don't  think  that  I  am  competent  to 
do  it,  I  don't  think  I  would  want  to  do  it,  because  I  don't  feel 
it  would  mean  much. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Your  campaign  managers  would  be  better 
able  to  testify  on  that  than  the  principal,  you  think:  that  is, 
people  who  have  managed  campaigns? 

Mr.  Bray:  1  don't  think  there  is  anybody  more  competent 
to  testify  on  that  subject  in  respect  to  Waupaca  county  than 
Senator  Hatton.  1  would  like  to  have  his  testimony  if  he 
would  uive  it  to  us. 
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<t>.  Senator  Cook  said  it  would  be  possible,  not  only  possible-,, 
lint  mighl  be  a  good  investmenl  in  some  instances,  I  believe  be 
said,  to  expend  $500  in  a  single  town  in  organization  and  for 
perfectly  legil  imate  expense. 

A.  Thai   was  referring  to  what   place.' 

(L).   He  didn't  refer  to  any  particular  town  thai    I  know  of! 

A.  No,  ltut   w  hat  county-    in  his  home  county  .' 

(^.  I  think  he  was  talking  aboul  Winnebago  county;  he  had 
just  previously  been  talking  about   Winnebago  county. 

A.  Did  he  say  that  the  organization  of  Winnebago  county, 
$500  iu  ;i   preeinel  .' 

<v>.  No.  he  said  any  town  in  Winnebago  county.     Do  you  think 

thai    amount    is   excessive  .' 

A.  There  are  how  many  voting  precincts  in  Winnebago 
county  .' 

Q.  I  think  there  are  something  like  twenty-six.  But  he 
didn't  speak  of  precincts,  lie  spoke  of  towns.  I  think  there  are 
sixteen    towns. 

A.   Sixteen   towns' 

(,>.    1    think   so.   sixteen    or  eighteen. 

A.   Wed.  a   precinct  sometimes  has  a  Larger  vote  than  a  town. 

<L>.  Yes.  hut  we  have  several  cities  in  "Winnebago  county  that 
have  voting  precincts  in  them  that  are  not  in  towns. 

A.    What   would  he  do  with  the  cities? 

Q.  I  am  not  able  to  tell  you  what  Mr.  Cook  would  do  with 
the   cities. 

A.  You  ask-  me  a  question  based  on  something  Mr.  Cook  said. 

was  trying  to  find  out  what  Mr.  Cook  said. 

Q.  I  say  to  you  that  Mr.  Cook  said  that  $500  might  be  legiti- 
mately spent  in  the  organization  of  a  town,  and  I  presume  at 
the  time  be  said  it  he  referred  to  any  town  in  Winnebago 
count}',  not  to  a  city.  I  ask  you  if  you  think*  that  amount  is 
excessive? 

A.  If  you  had  twenty-six — you  said  sixteen — 

Q.  T  might  further  add.  he  further  testified  that  that  would 
amount  to  seven  or  eight  thousand  dollars,  that  might  be  legiti- 
mately  spoit   for  organization   in   "Winnebago  county. 

A.  Yes.  1  was  going  t<>  say  if  you  had  sixteen  townsb1'"  and 
yon  only  refer  to  the  tow"?,  t^'U  wovl  1  1>"  :n  the  t  wns  outside  of 
the  voting  precincts,  you  would  spent  $8.ooo  in  Winnebago  coun'y ; 
then  that  would  leave  the  cities  out. 
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Q.  \t>,  he  named  seven  or  eight  thousand  dollars  for  Winne- 
bago county  and  he  named   $500    for    any    town    in    Winnebago 

county — I  presume  with  Winnebago  comity  in  mind;  we  can  look 
up  his  testimony,  but  I  don't  think  it  is  necessary,  and  I  don't 
think  he  referred  to  any  particular  town,  1  think  he  had  the  aver- 
age town  in  Winnebago  county  in  mind.  Now,  1  ask  yon  if  you 
think  that  amount  is  excessive,  not  the  amount  in  the  county,  but 
the  amount  on  a  town,  of  $500? 

A.  That  comes  back  to  the  same  answer  I  gave  you  before,  that 
in  order  to  pass  upon  anything  you  must  know  die  circumstances. 
Now,  a  man  might  go  into  a  town,  there  might  be  certain  condi- 
tions there  that  would  call  for  a  large  expenditure,  and  he  might 
spend  the  greater  portion  of  his  money  in  that  particular  town  and 
not  spend  it  all  over  the  county,  on  account  of  some  particular  local 
condition.  But  if  a  man  would  spend  as  a  system  over  the  state 
$500  for  each  town,  I  would  say  that  that  would  be  a  mighty  dan- 
gerous thing  to  indorse. 

Q-  You  are  pretty  fairly  familiar  with  Winnebago  county,  ate 
you  not? 

A.  (),  in  a  way,  yes. 

Q-  You  are  a  director  in  a  bank  in  Winnebago  county,  down 
there  frequently? 

A.   I  know  Winnebago  county  fairly  well  for  years,  yes. 

O.  Now.  take  Winnebago  county  then,  see  if  I  can  get  an  an- 
swer. Would  $500  be  excessive  to  spend  on  die  average  for  or- 
ganization in  the  towns  of  Winnebago  county,  each  town? 

A.   Based  on  my  judgment,  I  would  say  yes. 

O-  What  amount  would  you  say  would  be  reasonable? 

A.  I  think  I  answered  that  question  a  little  while  ago. 

O.  Will  you  please  repeat  your  answer.  I  don't  recall  your 
answer. 

A.  When  I  said  that  I  didn't  wan*  and  didn't  think  I  was  com- 
petent, didn't  think  any  one  could  lay  down  an  abstract  rule  that 
could  be  applied  to  any  county. 

Q.  Well,  when  1  asked  you  an  abstract  question  yon  objected 
on  that  ground,  and  1  make  it  personal  and  you  object  to  it  on 
that  ground. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  He  says  that  lie  'don't  know,  that  lie  can't 
answer,  not  that  he  objects  to  it.  but  that  he  is  unable,  and  he 
thinks  anybody  is  unable.     I  think  that  is  his  position. 

A.  Yes.     T  don't  mean  to  say  that  T  won't  answer  your  (pies- 
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lions.  I  am  attempting  to  give  you  all  the  information  thai  I 
have  and  my  l>csi  opinion  on  the  subject.  Bu1  always  going 
hack  to  thai  point  that  I  have  made,  thai  you  musl  know  the 
circumstances,  and  you   must   know  the  campaign,  you   musl 

know  tin-  conditions  surrounding,  etc. 

(  ).    I  can  give  you  circumstances  which  I  know. 

A.  I  understand.  Hut  then  you  arc  coming  back  to  this,  you 
take  the  pasl  campaign,  yon  take  a  unit  as  an  example,  and  I  have 

said  lie  fore  that  I  did  not  want  to  express  an  opinion  which  would 
'he  considered  cither  as  condemnation  or  endorsement  of  the  ex- 
penditures of  <idicr  candidates  in  this  campaign.  Now,  when  a 
man  goes  back  and  takes  a  unit,  an  average  county  or  an  average 
town  as  a  unit,  it  is  only  a  matter  of  multiplication  until  he  arrives 
at  a  sum  that  would  he  practically  answering  the  question  that  [ 
asked  to  he  excused  from  answering, — referring  to  the  whole 
sum. 

(.).  Well,  there  are  some  questions  of  this  kind  that  you  ans- 
wered without  very  much  hesitation.  For  instance,  you  said  that 
you  thought  $30,000  was  not  an  excessive  amount  to  spend  legiti- 
mately. 1  would  like  to  know  a  little  more  definitely  what  you 
think  is  an  excessive  amount.  I  know  you  asked  to  be  excused 
from  answering  that,  hut  I  thought  perhaps  where  you  knew  con- 
ditions in  Waupaca  county  you  would  he  able  to  give  us  some  in- 
formation that  it  is  very  important  for  us  to  know.  1  don  t  know 
of  anybody  more  competent  to  testify  as  to  that. 

A.  1  thank  you  for  the  compliment,  hut  I  am  afraid  I  would  not 
he  hardly  classed  as  a  practical  politician  on  the  record  of  the  pri- 
mary election. 

O.  We  take  the  testimony  and  opinions  for  what  it  is  worth, 
but  personally  I  think  it  would  he  very  valuable.  1  would  like  to 
have  it. 

Mr.  Ingalls  :  I  think  the  senator  answered  the  question  by  say- 
ing that  there  was  no  way  of  fixing  any  amount  which  would  be 
a  limit. 

Q.  Well.' the  Stnator  said  that  $500  would  he  excessive  for  a 
town  and  that  $30,000  was  not  excessive  for  a  state.  Now,  there 
must  he  some  point  in  between  there,  some  happy  medium.  1  for- 
got the  term  that  the  senator  used,  "•twilight  zone."  I  would  like 
to  find  that  zone,  if  possible. 

A.   I  think  I  attempted  to  eliminate  the  twilight  zone  yesterday. 

O.   I  think  vou  continued  to  attempt  to  eliminate  it. 
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A.  In  other  words,  I  don't  believe  in  political  and  public  mat- 
ters that  there  is  any  twilight  zone. 

Q.   I  am  not  insisting  on  a  twilight  zone. 

!  No  answer). 

(J.  Well,  you  don't  care  to  testify,  then,  give  any  testimony  that 
would  be  a  basis  for  us  to  estimate  what  you  think  would  be  a 
legitimate  expense  in  such  a  campaign  as  the  last  one  tor  a  sena 

Ioj  i.ii  candidate  ? 

A.   \o.  I  would  rather  he  excused  under  the  circumstances. 

By  Senator  Morris  : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  senator  a  couple  of  questions  to  see 
if  I  have  gotten  the  right  impression  from  what  you  have  said. 
As  I  understand  it,  Senator,  you  take  the  position  that  expenditure 
of  any  money  unlaw  full}-  would  he  a  ground  for  vitiating  the 
priman-  ? 

A.  I  think  that  the  unlawful  expenditure  of  money  would  he  an 
act  in  any  case,  referring  to  a  primary  the  same  as  it  would  in  a 
business  transaction.  Fraud, — of  course  you  are  nearly  all  law- 
yers, and  know  what  effect  fraud  has  upon  a  transaction. 

Q.  And,  as  I  understand  it,  you  take  the  further  position  that 
it  is  difficult  to  place  a  limit  on  the  amount  of  money  that  might 
be  spent  legitimately  in  a  campaign  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  is  difficult,  because  you  must  know  all  the  circum- 
stances and  the  purposes  for  which  the  money  was  expended  and 
all  the  surrounding  conditions  before  you  can — 

O.  (interrupting)  And.  as  I  understand  you,  you  further  take 
the  position  that  the  question  of  public  policy  enters  into  the  equa- 
tion ? 

A.  Yes. 

O-  And  the  expenditure  of  very  large  sums  of  money  is  con- 
trary to  public  policy  ? 

A.  I  believe,  as  I  said  before  that  the  growing  tendency  in  the 
use  of  money  is  not  tending  towards  the  best  interests  oi  tie  pub- 
lic, and  viewed  as  a  matter  of  public  policy  large  expenditures  of 
money  at  election  time  are  not  for  the  best  interests  of  the  pe  pie 
and  the  government. 

Q.  Now.  1  want  to  ask  you  one  <  tier  questii  n  which  1  think 
may  throw  some  light  on  the  thing  that  Mr.  Bray  has  been  trying 
to  get  at.  In  the  abstract,  w,ould  you  consider  the  expenditure  of 
$501)  in  every  voting  precinct  of  this  state  contrary  to  public 
policy — a  fiat  rate  of  $500  for  each  voting  precinct  in  the  state  of 
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Wisconsin — in  keeping  with  public  policy  or  against  public  polic)  ? 

A.   I  said  that  the  large  use  of  mone)  in  elections  in  my  judg 
ment  is  nol  tending  towards  the  best  interests  of  the  public,  and  1 
would  say  that  a  flat  sum  of  $500  in  every  voting  precinct  in  this 
.state-  would  be  against  the  best  interests  of  the  state;  I  believe  it 
should  be  condemned. 

Q.   I   further  understand  you  to  say  that  you  could  conceive  of 
circumstances  in  some  particular  voting  precinct  where  th< 
penditure  of  that  sum  would  be  considered,  it"  not  laudable,  at  leasl 
justified  ? 

A.  1  think  I  answered  that  when  I  said :  you  must  take  into  con- 
sideration all  the  questions.  1  don''  want  to  fix  any  specific  sum  of 
money  without  knowing  something  of  the  surrounding  circum- 
stances. 

Q.    You  are  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Or,  would  you  condemn  any  specific  sum 
without  knowing  all  the  circumstances? 

A.  1  think  that  a  person,  in  order  to  be  able  to  pa^s  judgment, 
a  person  should  know — It  would  be  impossible,  of  course,  for  any 
man  to  know  all  the  circumstances  relating  to  a  campaign — that 
couldn't  be.  A  man  might  become  familiar,  if  he  took  pains  to  do 
that,  in  a  general  way.  with  circumstances,  but  it  wouldn't  be  pos 
sible  for  a  man  to  become  familiar  with  all  the  circumstances  in  a 
campaign. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  one  question," Senator,  in  regard  to  news- 
paper adveitising.  1  understood  y<  11  to  say  that  you  would  con- 
sider a  certain  amount  of  advertising  in  newspapers  legitimate. 
Nov;,  suppose  that  the  amount  paid  to  a  particular  newspaper  was 
so  large  that  it  might  influence  the  editorial  column.  What 
would  you  say  as  to  whether  that  is  legitimate  expenditure? 

A.  The  fore  part  of  your  question — 1  don't  think  I  expressed 
an  opinion  as  to  the  expenditure  of  any  particular  sum  for  news- 
papers; I  think  I  didn't  endorse  any  particular  sum.  A  news- 
paper should  not.be  considered  a  commercial  business.  A  news- 
paper organization  differs  from  the  organization  that  manufac- 
tures the  paper  from  which  it  i-  printe  1.  Whe  1  the  paper  pars  - 
to  the  newspaper  there  is  a  certain  amount  of  business  organiza- 
tion and  business  management  connected  with  the  paper  that  puts 
it  into  a  business  organization  :  but  the  purpose  1  f  a.  newspaper  i- 
to  carry  information  to  the  public,  and  those  connected  with 
newspaper  business  have  a  tremendous  responsibility  resting  upon 


232      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   I.W'HSTKiATloX. 

them,  and  the  purposes  and  the  business  of  a  newspaper  takes  it 
entirely  out  of  the  class  of  ordinary  business  organization,  and 
when  you  allow  large  sums  of  money  to  lie-  paid  to  a  newspaper 
under  any  pretext  in  a  campaign,  you  have  placed  a  temptation 
and  brought  about  a  condition  that  is  very  dangerous,  considering 
human  nature  and  government  organization  and  you  are  on  very 
dangerous  ground,  in  my  opinion.  You  see  those  little  white 
sheets  that  float  out  over  the  country  carry  messages  to  the  people, 
they  are  great  molders  of  public  opinion,  and  there  are  a  great 
many  people  who  do  not  distinguish  between  the  editorial  column 
and  the  news  column  and  the  advertising  column,  especially  the 
news  column — between  the  editorial  and  the  news  column  ;  it  is  in 
the  paper  and  they  read  it  and  they  can't  help  but  have  an  influ- 
ence. Then  I  think  what  I  have  said  would  cover  this  point,  that 
the  danger  of  paid  advertising  and  paid  space  largely  used,  influ- 
encing the  editorial  policy — Now,  it  might  result  in  this,  not  an 
endorsement  of  a  candidate,  but  at  least  the  purchase  of  silence  re- 
lating to  that  candidate,  if  there  were  a  large  sum  of  money 
coming  to  that  paper  through  its  paid  space  in  the  paper. 

By  Air.  Ingalls : 

O.  Xot  +o  interrupt  you,  a-  I  am  enjoying  what  you  are  say- 
ing—    - 

A.  I  have  finished — 

Q-  Now  would  you  distinguish  in  the  dealing  with  news- 
papers—supposing that  the  effort  with  the  paper  was  along  the 
line  of  some  great  reform  and  the  expenditure  of  the  money  was 
in  that  direction,  would  you  still  adhere  to  your  opinion  as  to 
whether  or  not  it  was  legitimate  to  buy  space  in  the  paper  for  that 
reform  "J 

A.  1  think  that  my  answers  on  some  other  questions  would  also 
come  into  this  question,  that  is,  for  the  purposes  for  which  money 
is  expended  must  be  considered — 

O.  I  assumed  that  you  had  that  in  mind,  and  let  me  ask  you  this 
question^  that  if,  for  instance,  a  town  where  some  one  has  men- 
tioned the  expenditure  of  $500.  I  take  it  you  could  readily  <ee 
that  an  expenditure  of  $500  in  a  town  to  advocate  and  support 
by  the  influence  of  the  people  some  legitimate  measure,  would  be 
perfectly  legitimate  ? 

A.  I  think  1  said  that  under  sum..'  circumstances  the  money 
might  be  expended. 

Q.   The  only  reason   1  ask  that  is.  that  you  don't  mean  to  say 
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abstractly,  without  any  qualifications,  thai  the  expenditure  of 
$500  in  a  town  would  be  wrong  of  itself,  because  it  might  be  for 
a  legitimate  cause,  and  if  it  was  it  wouldn't  be  wrong,  would  it. 
Senator? 

A.  Certainly,  thai  comes  under  the  rule  of  considering  all  the 
circumstances.  A  man  must  know  'he  circumstances  before  he 
could  either  indorse  or  condemn. 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

(  ).  In  relieve  your  mind,  that  would  amount  to  more  than  a 
million  dollars  in  the  state,  Senator. 

A.  I  made  that  calculation  when  I  was  setting  rigl  t  here,  I 
didn't  want    o  mention  the  amount. 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  thought  may!  e  you  thought  it  was  a  hundred 
thousand. 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  I  thought  that  you  might  think  ;t  would  amount  to  a  hun- 
dred thousand. 

A.  No,  I  figured  it  over  a  milli  n  d  illars.  $500  in  each,  pre- 
cinc'  in  Winnebago  can't}-,  yen  see  we  have  get  thirty  precincts 
in  that  county,  $15,000  in  Winnebago  county  alone,  and  we  have 
72  counties  in  the  state,  so  there  is  over  a  nrllion. 

Q.  We  have  46  precincts  I  think  in  Winnebago  ccunty.  I 
thought  it  was  a  very  good  county. 

A.  I  appreciated  those  points  when  the  questions  were  asked 
me. 

Q.  I  thought  you  were  reluctant  to  answer  because  vou  thought 
$500  a  town  would  make  about  wlrn  Mr    Stj--'i-n  on  expended? 

A.   Xo,  T  figured  it  readily  to  he  a  million  dollars. 

L'>y  Senati  ir  Husting  : 

Q.  In  speaking  of  space  in  newspapers,  w  »uld  you  dirtirguish 
between  the  discussion  of  pub-ic  questions  over  the  signature  of 
a  party,  urging  their  arguments,  from  those  th?t  upon  their  face 
purport  to  be  or  might  he  construed  to  be  the  editorial  utterance 
of  the  publisher? 

A.  You  mean  Fpace  paid  for  by  a  political  organizctibn  that 
was  promulgating  certain  politcal  principles? 

Q.    Yes. 

A.  They  have  the  brand  upon  them  so  th;  t  they  knew  where 
they  originated  from? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 
16 
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A.  Why,  1  don't  see  why  that  wouldn't  be  a  legitimate  use  of 

money,  to  get  it  before  the  people. 

O.  What  I  mean  is,  you  would  distinguish  discussions  from 
those  articles  appearing  in  a  newspaper  which  might  be  considered 
to  be  or  which  purported  to  be  the  editorial  utterance  or  the  senti- 
ments of  the  newspaper  itself? 

A.  O,  yes,  of  course.  You  see  if  a  man  writes  a  le'ter  to  a 
newspaper  and  signs  it,  why,  it  is  accepted  by  the  people  who 
read  it  that  it  is  his  opinion,  they  recognize  it  as  Mich,  or  else  he 
might  put  it  on  a  circular.  He  may  put  it  into  the  newspapers. 
I  am  not  condemning  the  use  of  the  newspapers.  1  am  only  show- 
ing if  a  man  goes  out  to  purchase — just  the  same  as  your  ques- 
tion a  while  ago  related  to  a  man  using  money  in  large  sums  at 
election  precincts,  any  place  of  that  kind. 

Q.  Or  advertising  in  a  newspaper,  which  states  upon  its  face 
that  it  was  paid  advertisements,  display  advertisements,  which  are 
stated  right  there  in  the  paper  to  be  paid  advertisements  1 

A.  The  danger  of  that,  you  see,  as  I  said,  would  be  in  the 
large  sum  of  money  that  was  going  to  the  paper  in  that  way, 
continuously,  the  temptation,  knowing  human  nature,  of  at  least 
saying  nothing  if  it  didn't  indorse.  T  don't  say  that  it  is  done. 
Xo  man  has  a  better  opinion  of  the  newspapers  than  I  have,  and 
I  recognize  the  field  that  they  occupy  and  the  class  of  men  that 
are  in  the  work,  but  I  am  speaking  now  in  the  abstract  of  using 
a  means  that  is  now  considered  reliable  for  the  disseminating  of 
discussion  of  public  questions  and  bringing  to  the  people  informa- 
tion on  all  subjects. 

Mr.  Ingalls :  Along  the  line  of  fake  mining  advertisements 
and  all  that  sort  of  thing,  that  is  in  the  same  company  with 
it,  don't  you  think  it  is ;  advertising  mining  stock  that  hasn't  any 
foundation,  or  advertising  a  political  candidate  that  hasn't  any 
merit — aren't  they  about  the  same? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Your  definition  of  the  function  of  a  news- 
paper brings  it  largely  in  the  line  of  a  public  utility  that  may  ulti- 
mately  lead  to  its  control  by  the  railroad  rate  commission. 

A.  No  question  about  the  newspapers  being  a  public  utility, 
they  are  necessary.  They  are  necessary  under  our  form  of  civiliza- 
tion, and  that's  why  I  say  you  must  give  considerable  consideration 
to  anything  that  tend*  to  influence  their  opinion. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

<  ).    I  am  not  goine  to  ask  you  ar.y  questions.  Senator,  with  refer- 
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ence  to  the  moral  or  ethical  phase  of  this  subject,  bul  I  will  ask 
you  one  or  two  questions:  You  were  here  in  the  state  during  i he 
whole  of  your  primary  campaign,  were  you? 

A.  O,  I  presume  I  was  out  of  the  state,  I  can'1  remember  about 
that. 

O.  Well,  in  general  you  were  here  during  the  most  of  vorir 
campaign  ? 

A.   I  was  in  and  out.     I  wouldn't  say  just  what  time. 

Q.  You  consulted  with  your  managers  frequently,  did  you? 

A.  \\  hy.  they  were  scattered  ahout.  \  saw  them  sometimes. 
You  see  the  headquarters  were  here  in  Madison.  I  was  here 
very  little  of  the  time  in  Madison. 

Q.  How  frequently  were  those  reports  rendered  to  you  that 
have  been  spoken  of  here,  as  to  what  your  managers  were  doing 
and  what  they  were  spending? 

A.  O.  there  was  no  regular  time.  T  couldn't  say  that  fnnn 
memory. 

O.  Well,  could  you  give  us  any  idea  as  to  whether  it  was  once 
a  week  or  once  a  month  or  on  an  average,  or  not  so  often,  or 
oftener? 

A.  It  was  different  with  different  men.  I  have  in  mind  now 
Mr.  Hess.  I  think  he  didn't  make  any  report  until  after  the 
primary.  T  don't  think  he  did.  He  would  ask  me  for  a  little 
money  and  I  would  send  him  a  li'tle.  T  knew  just  in  a  general 
way  what  he  was  spending. 

Q.  Well,  you  kept  pretty  closely  in  touch  with  the  management 
of  your  campaign,  did  you? 

A.  Y\ "hen  they  asked  me  for  money  T  sent  it  to  them,  and  T  kept 
track  to  some  extent  as  to  what  was  being  expended  and  in  that 
way — ■ 

Q-   And  what  it  was  spent  for? 

A.  Well,  not  so  much  what  it  was  spent  for,  because  I  had  con- 
fidence in  the  men  that  were  spending  the  money. 

Q.  Well,  these  written  reports  that  you  have  spoken  of  finally 
reached  you.  all  of  them,  accounting  for  expenditures  during 
your  campaign— is  that  true  ? 

A.  I  think  so.     That's  my  opinion. 

Q.  And  so  far  as  these  reports  indicate  the  money  expended 
and  the  manner  in  which  it  was  expended,  you  approved  of  it, 
did  you? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  looked  over  particularly  and  especially 
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the  particular  things  that  the  money  was  expended  for.  I  left 
that  to  the  manls  judgment,  and  when  he  expended  the  money 
he  either  paid  the  bill  or  sent  it  to  me,  as  I  show  on  the  state 
ment  there.  I  think  that  the  statements  or  the  hills  that  we 
have  would  show  what  those  amounts  were  expended  for.  Now. 
take,  for  example.  1  never  cheeked  over  the  reports  that  were 
made  from  headquarters  here  until  a  considerable  time  after 
the  primaries,  there  were  quite  a  large  number  of  items,  and  1 
simply  assumed  that  those  men  had  used  the  money  for  proper 
purposes,  having  confidence  in  the  men.  in  their  integrity  and 
qualifications  for  the  work. 

Q.  You  have  all  of  those  reports  that  w<  re  rendi  v^d  to  you 
yet.  as  1   understand  it  .' 

A.    I  think  so. 

Q.  And  you  would  bring  them  or  send  them  to  tin-  committee 
here   when  you  return  home.' 

A.  Yes.  we  will  send  any  report  you  want,  that  can  he  secured. 

Q.  Well,  we  want  them.  Now  have  you  ever  disapproved  of 
any  of  the  items  that  are  eontained  in  these  reports.' 

A.   Well,  in   what  way — disapprove? 

Q.  in  any  manner — that  is.  as  to  the  way  the  money  was 
spent.  What  1  want  to  get  at  is  whether  that  money  was  spent 
with  your  approval  or  without  it — that  is.  both  as  to  amount 
and  the  manner  in  which  it  was  expended. 

A.  Of  course  T  gave  general  sort  of  instructions,  more  in  the 
nature  of  what  not  to  do  and  when  you  give  a  man  some  money 
and  have  confidence  enough  in  him  to  send  him  out  or  permit 
him  to  go  out  and  campaign  for  you.  he  brings  in  the  bill  and 
be  has  paid  the  hill  himself  or  authorized  it.  why.  you  are 
obliged  to  pay  the  bill. 

Q.  But  you  are  not  obliged  to  approve  of  it,  are  vou  •' 

A.  ().  you  mi  an  whether  the  specific  approval  of  these  specific 
charges .' 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  0,  in  the  expenditure  of  money  in  a  campaign,  it  would  be 
a  remark-able  thing  if  every  item  that  was  expended,  you  know — 
You  would  say,  why.  of  course,  that  is  just  the  tiling  to  do — 
Tt  is  pretty  hard  to  reduce  political  campaigning  to  ;i  business 
seienee. 

Q.  Well.  T  don't  know  wluther  T  £o1  a  direct  answer  or  not. 
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J  asked  you  the  question  as  to  whether  you  ever  expressed  any 
disapproval  <if  the  item  or  items  thai  are  contained  in  those  re- 
ports t hat  were  rendered  to  you  .' 

A.  I  think  when  they  broughl  me  in  some  hills  ;it  the  close 
of  thi  campaign,  after  I  had  instructed  them  carefully  to  pa^ 
tlic  hills  as  they  went  along  and  not  contracl  any  obligation** 
that  would  carry  over,  and  they  broughl  me  in  a  hunch  of  un- 
paid hills  which  appear  in  the  statement  there.  I  think  1  said. 
"I  certainly  don'1  approve  of  this  way  of  doing,  Ik  cause  I  ex- 
pected yon  to  pay  your  hills,  and  expend  no  money  excepl  that, 
which    was  sent  to  you. 

Q.  Now.  let  me  put  this  in  another  way.  When  tins"  reports 
come  that  you  are  to  send  to  us.  an'  there  any  items  that  you 
now  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  that  you  did 
approve  of  or  are  you  ready  to  approve  of  those  expenditures 
so    far  as  your   reports   indicate   whal    they    wire.' 

A.  There  are  expenditures  made  in  those  during  the  campaign 
thai  I  certainly  wouldn't  make  if  it  wire  left  to  me  to  spend 
the   money — individually    1    wouldn't    make  them. 

Q.  Are  there  any  of  them  that  you  want  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committer    to  that  may  not  ho  here? 

A.  Wouldn't  it  he  a  good  plan  for  the  committee  to  call  my 
attention  to  anything  that  they  see  that  is  contrary  to  their 
judu'inent  .' 

Q.  We  couldn't  do  that  now.  becausi  we  haven't  those  reports 
here. 

A.  \o.  I  mean  in  the  future.  I  am  ready  to  come  any  time 
when  anything  comes  up. 

Q.  Well,  then  are  none  of  them  that  you  have  in  mind  now 
that  you  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to.  as  being 
an  expenditure  that  you  do  not  or  did  not  approve  of.' 

Senator  Husting:  You  mean  as  to  tin  expediency  or  impro- 
priety of  it  ? 

Q.   Either — in   any  manner. 

A.  0.  T  don't  think  of  anything  now. 

O.  Well,  do  you  wish  to  send  thoe  reports  here  or  will  you 
hr;'"'  them   to  us    Senator  .' 

A.  Well,  it  depends  on  just  what  T  have  to  do.  Tf  it  is  con- 
venient for  me  to  come  here.  T  will  bring  them  down  ;  otherwise 
T  will  send  them  to  von. 
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Q.  Then  you  will  either  send  them  or  bring  them  to  us.     If 
you  send  them  you  are  ready  to  come  on  call? 
A.  0,  certainly. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  In  your  view  of  the  utility  of  the  press,  would  that  not 
necessarily  lead  to  a  censorship,  practically — inevitably  lead  to 
it? 

A.  You  understand  that  I  laid  down  no  rule. 

^Q.  No,  but  you  can  answer  that — I  don't  want  to  take  up 
any  time  about  it — but  can  you  answer  that  by  "yes"  or  "no", 
whether  that  would  inevitably  lead  to  a  censorship  of  the  press — 
your  views? 

A.  No,  I  didn't  intend  to  convey  that.  You  understand  I  am 
not  passing  judgment  on  the  newspapers,  I  am  not  posing  as 
an  expert  relating  to  the  newspaper  business,  because  I  don't 
."know  anything  about  it.  The  question  was  asked  me,  and  I 
just  made  that  general  statement  relating  to  it — the  tendency  of 
it. 

By  Mr.  Bray  : 

Q.  I  presume  that  your  instructions  to  your  campaign  man- 
agers, all  those  handling  money  for  you.  with  whom  you  came 
in  contact,  were  to  spend  money  only  for  legitimate  purposes, 
for  proper  purposes  .' 

A.  0,  certainly. 

Q.  If  they  rendered  in  their  statements  accounts  of  money  or 
bills  for  purposes  that  were  improper  for  yon  to  pay,  would 
you  pay  them? 

A.  If  they  brought  me  a  bill — If  I  employ  a  man  to  go  out 
and  do  work  for  me  and  contract  an  obligation,  and  he  brings 
me  a  bill  for  the  amount  that  he  has  paid  out.  or  a  bill  that  he 
has  contracted,  a  legal  bill.  why.  of  course,  there  would  be  only 
one  thing  for  a  solvent  man  to  do. 

Q.  You  would  pay  it  even  though  you  perhaps  thought  it 
Avas  an  improper  expenditure  and  perhaps  had  a  demoralizing 
influence  on  the  voters  of  the  state?  I  mean  after  you  got  the 
services.  T  am  not  presuming  to  ask  you  if  you  would  pay  it 
before  you  got  the  services,  but  after  the  deed  was  done  you 
would  pay  the  piper  ? 
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A.  You  see  a  solvent  man  is  obliged  to  pay  legal  obligations, 
he  can't  avoid  them.  It  don't  matter  what  his  personal  opin- 
ion might  be  relating  to  those  bills,  he  must  pay  a  legal  obliga- 
tion if  he  is  solvent,  and  this  being  tin*  first  campaign  that  I 
have  been  in,  covering  the  state,  why,  I  was  solvent,  you  know, 
up  to  the  time  the  bills  were  presented. 

Q.  We  will  say  that  a  man  spent  some  money  for  you  and 
without  your  authorization,  he  spent  this  money  for  an  illegit- 
imate purpose,  for  purposes  that  would  exert  a  demoralizing 
influence — you  still  would  feel  bound  to  pay  the  bill  .' 

A.  If  it  was  a  legal  purpose.  You  see,  you  couldn't  avoid  it. 
could  you?     You  are  an  attorney? 

Q.  Did  you  pay  any  accounts  of  that  kind  that  you  know  of? 

A.  0.  I  don't  think  I  did. 

Q.  None  of  your  money  went  for  purposes  that  were  detri- 
mental to  the  morals  that  you  know  of? 

A.  Why.  how  can  I  tell » 

Q.  I  am  asking  you,  that  you  know  of  .' 

A.  You  are  reaching  out  into  a  very  wide  field.  We  have 
covered  a  very  wide  field  in  this  discussion. 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  so  far  as  you  know,  did  any  of  your 
money  go  for  purposes  of  that  kind? 

A.  I  certainly  would  not  approve,  if  I  knew.  You  under- 
stand in  this  discussion  I  have  only  expressed  general  opinions, 
and  I  have  had  what  I  consider  honorable,  honest,  competent 
men;  and  they  have  done  this  work.  Now,  it  is  a  matter  of 
judgment  as  between  different  men  about  the  propriety  of 
spending  money.  Possibly  I  have  ideas  that  I  may  have 
expressed  to  you  that  you  gentlemen  would  differ  with  me 
greatly.  In  a  campaign  it  might  come  about  that  you  came  to 
support  me  for  something  and  you  would  go  out  and  do  the 
work,  you  might  go  contrary  to  some  of  these  notions  that  I 
have  had.  and  you  might  be  right  and  I  might  be  wrong.  I 
have  only  expressed  an  opinion  in  answer  to  your  various  ques- 
tions. I  have  done  it  in  good  faith  and  haven't  tried  to  lay 
down  any  rule  for  anybody.  You  will  notice  that  I  haven't 
marked  out  any  rule  for  anyone  else  to  follow. 

Q.  I  am  not  attempting  to  ask  you  to  lay  down  a  rule  for 
anyone  else  to  follow.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  if  you  know  of  any 
purpose  that  your  money  was  used  for  that  had  a  bad  influence 
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in  any  way  on  the  people  of  1his  slate  do  you  know  of  any 
expenditure  of  your  money,  now.  of  that  kind  .' 

A.  No,  I  don't  know  of  anything.  Now.  for  instance,  you 
iiii^ht  find  in  those  accounts  money  that  mighl  be  paid  Eor 
space  in  the  newspapers.  Now.  a  man  going  out  mighl  hire 
space  in  the  newspapers.  That  is  his  judgment,  following  the 
custom.  Now.  personally.  I  wouldn't. —  You  heard  whal  I  said 
on  that.  i1  is  no1  necessary  to  repeal  it. 

Q.  Did  you  approve,  or  do  you  approve,  of  the  expenditure 
of  your  money  to  hire  perhaps  several  hundred  boys  around  the 
state  to  carry  banners  reading  something  like  this.  "Vote  for 
.Mr.  Hatlon.  the  La  Follette  Candidate  of  the  United  States 
Senatorship ? "     Did  you  approve  of  that  expenditure.' 

A.  1  didn't  know  there  was  any  such  expenditure? 

Q.    Didn't  you  know  it  until  now:' 

A.   No,  sir,  1  did  not.     T  never  heard  of  it. 

Q.  If  you  did  know  of  it.  would  you  approve  of  it.' 

A.    I  don  't  think'  \  would. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  the  statement  thai  you  were  the  La 
Follette  candidate  for  the  United  States  senatorship? 

A.  Personally  1 

<t).  Or  through  your  agents,  did  you  ever  authorize  your 
agents  to  make  that  statement.' 

A.  1  don't  think  a  person  ever  heard  me — I  think  1  made  a 
public  statement  in  the  press  that  I  never  had  made  any  such 
statement. 

Q.  1  don't  know  that  1  have  the  wording  on  the  banners 
right,  but  I  think  1  have  the  idea  correct.  Don't  you  know 
that  a  great  many  boys  carried  banners  throughout  the  cities  of 
this  state  during  your  campaign  with  wording  on  them,  indi- 
cating that  you  were  the  La  Follette  candidate  for  the  United 
States  senatorship .' 

A.   Xo.  sir.  that  is  the  first  time  T  ever  heard  of  such  a  thing. 

Q.  Well,  if  several  hundred  boys  did  do  that,  don't  you  think 
that  most  people  would  be  of  the  opinion  that  you  probably 
knew  about  it — all  over  the  state  ' 

A.  Why.  1  don't  know  what  the  people's  opinion  would  be 
but  1  would  hope  they  would  think  that  they  didn't  know 
about  it. 

Q.   Were  you  in  Oshkosh  during  "Homecoming"  time.' 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   INVESTIGATION.      241 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  some  of  the  boys  carried  such  banners  in  Oshkosh 
at  thai  time,  but  you  knew  nothing  aboul  ii  .' 

A.  No.  I  think  at  thai  time  I  don't  know  where  I  was.  but 
I   know   I   \\  asn  '1    in  ( Islikusli. 

(^.  It"  any  such  statement  was  made  that  you  were  tin-  La 
Pollette  candidate,  or  if  banners  carried  by  boys  would  have  in- 
dicated thai  vim  were  the  La  Follette  candidate,  it  was  unau- 
thorized by  you ? 

A.  0,  certainly  ;  yes,  sir. 

<^.  And  in  the  accounts  rendered  to  you  by  your  agents  there 
has  been  no  items  Tor  boys  carrying  banners  of  that  kind  .' 

A.  I  don'1  recall  anything.  You  understand  when  a  state- 
nient  conies  in  with  a  lot  of  little  items  a  man  don't  sit  down 
and  look  over  every  little  item,  f  don't  recall  seeing  anything 
of  that  kind. 

By  Senator  Husting : 

Q.  I  mder  the  rule  you  staled  a  little  while  ago  you  wouldn  't, 
even  though  you  were  a  solvenl  man.  and  a  business  man.  you 
wouldn't  he  beholden  to  pay  an  account  tainted  by  fraud? 

A.  ( ).  no — certainly.  That  would  not  he  a  lawful  account.  1 
said  a   lawful  account. 

The  Chairman:    We  will  suspend  for  ten  minutes 

Senator  Hatton:     Are  you  through  with  me? 

The  Chairman:  I  think  Senator  Hatton  may  be  excused  for 
the  present. 

Senator  Hatton:  1  am  very  much  obliged  to  you.  gentlemen, 
for  your  courteous  treatment. 

After  a  short  recess : 

Senator  Hatton:  1  am  not  sure  what  my  answer  was  when 
the  question  was  asked  me  if  in  an  investigation  of  the  primary 
•  'lection  some  fraudulent  act  was  discovered  it  would  void  the 
election.     Did  you  ask  me  that  question?  (to  Senator  Husting.) 

Senator   Husting:     1    think  not. 

Senator  Hatton  :  1  do  not  just  remember  how  I  answered 
that,  but  what  I  would  say  to  thai  question  would  be:  If  a 
man  secured  his  election  through  fraud  it  would  void  it.  That 
would  be  in  the  primary,  you  understand. 


242      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  if  any  one  fraudulent  act  were  commit- 
ted you  would  then  think  that  the  man  secured  his  election 
through  fraud — if  one  man  were  bought? 

A.  That  would  be  a  question  that  would  have  to  be  decided 
when  you  took  into  consideration  the  extent  of  the  influence  of 
an  act.  The  securing  of  an  election  by  fraud  would  be  where  it 
had  a  material  influence,  I  will  say,  upon  the  election. 

"  By  Mr.  Hambrecht : 
Q.  Would  it  make  a  difference  whether  it  was  with  or  without 
the  knowledge  of  the  candidate,  or  his  sanction? 

A.  It  would  make  a  difference  in  the  minds  of  the  public. 
Also  probably  make  a  difference  in  the  minds  of  the  legislators. 
You  see  this  whole  business  is  outside  of  legal  matters — what  I 
mean  is.  the  primary  election.  We  all  agree  that  it  is  not  to 
be  considered  in  a  legal  sense.  I  am  not  sure  just  how  I  an- 
swered that,  but  I  wanted  to  clear  it  up. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  You  are  speaking  now  of  the  legal  effect  of  one  act  of 
fraud  ? 

A.  No;  df  course,  we  all  agree  that  the  primary  does  not  le- 
gally bind  a  man.  We  went  over  that  quite  thoroughly  yester- 
day— bind  the  legislature  I  mean — on  account  of  the  constitu- 
tional provision. 

Q.  Whether  one  or  more  acts  of  fraud  were  perpetrated,  it 
would  still  be  a  matter  for  the  legislator  to  settle  for  himself, 
whether  that  was  sufficient  t»  vitiate  the  moral  effect  of  the 
primary,  would  it  not? 

A.  It  is  a  question  of  the  legislature  considering  the  effect  of 
the  fraudulent  acts. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.  It  would  make  a  difference  whether  it  was  fraudulent 
enough  to  have  any  bearing  on  the  question  of  his  nomination,  I 
suppose.     Isn't  that  what  you  mean? 

A.  Oh.  generally  speaking.  I  think  it  is  safe  to  say.  that  if 
a  man  secured  his  nomination  through  fraud,  not  coming  under 
the  legal  point.     It  is  a  little  more  difficult,  of  course,  to  say 
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just  where  to  draw  the  line.     It  is  qq1  definitely  defined,  Legally, 

Whal     effect     il     Wdlllll    llJlVe. 

By  Senator  Morris: 

Q.  Would  you  consider  this:  Thai  a  man  who  had  been 
guilty  of  a  deliberate  act  of  frand  was  the  kind  of  a  man  that 
ought  to  be  sent  to  the  United  States  senate? 

A.  Why.  it  wouldn't  hardly  seem  as  though  it  was  necessary  to 
ask  that  question,  with  such  an  intelligent  constituency  as  we 
have  in  the  state  of  "Wisconsin. 

Q.  Then  it  would  follow,  wouldn't  it,  that  a  single  case  of 
fraud  would  disqualify  him? 

A.  I  think  I  answered  that  question  when  I  said  that  the  legis- 
lature would  have  to  judge  of  that  matter  when  it  came  before 
them:  after  they  had  got  the  information. 


Thomas  Reynolds,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  You  are  a  member  of  the  assembly,  are  you  not.  at  the 
present  session  of  the  legislature? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  were  a  candidate  before  the  primary  election  from 
your  district  last  fall  ? 

A.  Well,  I  had  my  doubts  about  being  a  candidate  then. 

Q.  Were  you  not  a  candidate  last  fall  at  the  primary  election? 

A.  Oh.  yes.     If  I  wasn't  I  wouldn't  be  elected. 

Q.  Then  you  are  sure  that  you  were  a  candidate? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  become  such  candidate  for  election,  under 
the  primary  ! 

A.  Oh.  I  think  some  time  in  July. 

Q.  And  when  did  you  first  put  out  your  nomination  papers, 
if  you  recollect? 

A.  Well,  1  think  about  the  20th  of  July,  something  like  that. 

Q.  Who  circulated  your  nomination  papers? 

A.  Let  me  see:  I  had  a  man — I  sent  them  to  a  man  in  each 
town:  a  man  by  the  name  of  Simon.  I  think,  in  the  "Belgian 
Settlement."  Brussels:  a  man  by  the  name  of  Perry  in  Forest- 
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ville;  ;ii)d  I  think  a  man  by  the  name  of  Burg,  a  German,  in 
Clay  Banks;  and  a  man  named  Eatough  in  Bailey's  Harbor — 
oil.  no.  1  guess  li<-  told  me  that  he  couldn't,  lie  was  a  democrat 
them  days. 

Q.   His  conscience  wouldn't  permit  him.' 

A.  He  is  a  greal  friend  of  mine,  and  1  thought  he  would  do  it 
anyway,  but  he  wrote  me  he  couldn't.  I  can't  tell  .just  who  did 
it.  I  gave  my  nomination  papers  to  a  man  by  the  name  of  Pete 
Collins,  and  told  him  to  get  them  circulated.  He  drives  the 
st;iLi'e   past   my  house. 

Q.   Are  those  all  the  men  that  yon  had  .' 

A.   Oh.  no:  I  sent  them  to  a  man  in  each  town  in  the  county. 

Q.   Yon  haven't  got  the  names.' 

A.    I  can  't  give  the  names. 

(J.  These  are  some  of  them? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Senator  Isaac  Stephenson? 

A.  Oh,  yes  ;  well. 

Q.    I  le  testified  here  that  Ik-  gave  you  Si  so? 

A.    I  le  did.  too. 

Q.    Do  von  recall  the  date? 

A.   No,  I  do  not. 

Q.    He  testified  it  was  at  some  excursion? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.    Do  yon  recall  when  that  excursion  was? 

A.    It  was  some  time  about  the  middle  of  July;  1  don't  recollect 
the  date. 

Q.    Mow  much  did  he  give  you  that  day? 

A.  ( )n  the  boat.  $80.     He  said  that  was  all  he  bad. 

Q.    Did  you  "touch"  him  for  any  more? 

A.   Xo. 

.Mr.  [ng"alls :     (to  Senator  FTustirig)    What  is  that  expression  ? 

Senator  Husting:  "Did  you  touch  him  for  any  more?*' 

A.   What  do  you  mean  by  "touch"? 

(  ).    I  mean  did  you  ask  him  for  any  more? 

A.    No.  1  never  asked  him  for  anything. 

O.    I  h  w  did  1  e  C(  ire  to  tell  you  that  that  is  all  be  had? 

A.  I  le  took  out  his  pocket  book  and  be  sa\s.  "I  [ere.  Tom  ;"  and 
counted  it  out.  He  said  "Here  is  $80,  all  T  have  in  my  pocket." 
I  yuess  that  is  the  way  he  put  it:  "All  I  have."  I  don't  know 
whether  he  said  "Now"  or  not.      I  le  mentioned  that. 
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Q.  What  reason  did  he  have  to  apologize  for  having  so  little? 
\\  as  he  under  obligations  to  pay  you  anything? 

A.  I  didn't  put  in  my  bill.  I  didn't  gel  around  to  it  at  that 
time,  and  I  was  in  no  particular  hurry  aboul  it.  I  would  just  as 
soon  he  didn't.  I  think.  I  would  rather  he  didn't,  until  I  put  in 
my  bill. 

Q.   Your  bill  for  what  ? 

A.    F< »r  wt irk  I  did  f< »r  him. 

O,    I  lad  you  done  any  work  for  him  up  to  that  time? 

A.   Why.  yes. 

Q.  Where? 

A.    In  my  own  town,  and  other  towns. 

Q.   \V1  o  was  present  when  he  gave  you  that  $sn  ? 

A.   \<>i  anybody  but  himself. 

Q.  Where  were  you  at  the  time  re  gav<  you  the  $80? 

A.  On  his  boat. 

O.  What  part  of  the  boat  ? 

A.  \W-11.  I  know  so  little  about  a  boat  ;  hut  I  haw  heard  of  the 
stern,  and  the  other  end  of  it. 

Q.  You  d'  n't  know  whether  it  was  fore  or  aft.  Well,  what 
work  had  vim  done  for  him  up  to  that  time.  Mr.  Reynolds? 

A.  I  goi  fellows  to  circulate  his  papers,  and  1  circulated  them 
myself. 

Q.   Who  did  you  get  to  circulate  his  papers? 

A.  1  got  a  man  by  the  name  of  Carlson.  That  is  one  of  the 
men. 

O.    Have  you  any  other  in  mind? 

A.  Oh,  yes.  I  wrote  t< — I  can't  think  of  the  name  now,  on 
Washington  Island. 

Q.  Was  there  any  one  man  that  circulated  your  papers,  and  Mr. 
Stephens)  m's  als<  i  ? 

A.    Xo. 

Q.    1  Hfferent  men  ? 

A.  (  >h.  no.  they  were  different  men  altogether. 

Q.   Xo  one  man  circulated  both  of  your  nomination  papers? 

A .   X'  t  that  I  know-  of.  no. 

(J.    You  would  know  it  if  there  had  hi  en.  wouldn't  you? 

A.   ]  think  I  would,  yes. 

(  ).    Ik  v   mary  rlavs  did  y  u  circulate  his  papers? 

.v  .    1  tl  ink  ;•'  i  it  21.      If  von  will  let  ire  commence  at  the  com- 
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mencemeht  of  it  I  would  save  you  lots  of  trouble,  and  tell  you  all 

about  it  in  a  short  time. 

Q.  Very  well. 

A.  Well,  in  the  last  of  June,  I  think.  .Mr.  Stephenson  wrote  me 
to  know  if  1  would  take  charge  of  the  circulation  of  his  papers  in 
Door  county.  I  wrote  him  1  would,  willingly.  At  that  time  I 
thought  it  would  be  just  only  so  much  per  cent  of  the  population 
that  he  would  want.  Soon  after  that  he  sent  me  a  large  bundle 
of  papers  to  circulate,  and  1  wrote  and  asked  him  if  he  intended  I 
should  make  a  thorough  canvass  in  the  county;  and  he  wrote  me, 
"Yes;" — either  myself  or  get  somebody  to  do  it — some  others  to 
do  it.  Well.  I  seen  I  had  only  about  three  weeks  to  accomplish  it, 
and  I  knew  from  old,  as  I  had  circulated  a  great  many  papers  for 
the  last  ten  years,  pretty  much  all  the  state  and  county  officers 
sends  their  papers  to  me, — and  I  was  a  little  disgusted  that  none 
of  them  ever  offered  me  a  cent,  and  1  did  not  like  to  refuse  them. 
Senator  LaFollette  and  Governor  Davidson,  and  all  the  state  offi- 
cers send  their  papers  to  me.  and  none  of  them  offered  me  a  cent. 
I  thought  it  was  going  to  be  a  very  big  job  to  make  a  thorough 
canvass  of  Door  county,  and  I  knew,  of  old,  that  it  would  take  me 
about  a  day  to  go  through  a  school  district ;  and  there  are  seventy 
or  seventv-two  school  districts  in  our  county. 

Q.  How  many  ? 

A.  I  think  seventy  :  I  think  about  seventy  school  districts.  But 
I  promised  him,  and  I  liked  him  on  account  of  what  he  did  at  this 
primarv  election,  and  liked  him  personally.  I  would  not  go  back 
on  my  word  anyway.  I  knew  very  well  he  would  pay  me  my  ex- 
penses, and  I  hired  a  man  and  his  team  to  come  with  me.  I 
thought  perhaps  by  getting  a  man  with  me  that  we  would  be  able 
to  go  through  the  county,  or  most  of  it,  in  three  weeks.  This  man 
I  hired  is  a  man  by  the  name  of  Schmidt,  a  German,  and  he  could 
speak  the  German  language.  I  agreed  to  pay  him  $1.50  a  day  for 
his  team — for  his  horse — and  $1.50  a  day  for  himself,  and  ex- 
penses for  both.  When  he  was  with  me,  I  think  four  days,  he 
told  me  that  his  neighbors  all  said  that  he  was  a  fool  to  come  out 
with  me  and  circulate  these  papers  for  $3.25,  or  $3,  a  day  that 
they  knew  I  was  getting  $1000  from  Stephenson. 
Q.  What  is  that? 

A.  That  the  neighbors  told  him  he  was  a  fool  to  come  with  me 
to  circulate  those  papers  for  so  small  a  salary  ;  for  so  small  wages ; 
that  I   rmipl    be  p-etting  $1,000   from   Stephenson    for  doing  the 
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work.  And  he  left  there.  1  le  said  it  was  a  begging  business  any- 
way. He  said  that  he  was  disgusted,  and  he  left  off.  He 
wouldn't  come  with  me  any  more.  I  did  the  best  I  could  then, 
from  that  out,  myself;   together  with   writing  to  my  personal 

friends,  hack  and  forth,  and  Mr.  Stephenson  was  well  pleased. 
We  got  pretty  much  all  the  decent  republicans  in  the  county. 

Q.    Including  yourself,  of  course? 

A.   Well,  1  was  the  servant. 

Q.  Go  ahead. 

A.  Well,  then  yon  want  me  to  give  you  an  idea  of  how  I  was 
going  to  spend  the  money?     i  tow  I  spent  the  rest  of  the  money? 

Q.  Tell  us  about  the  other  payment,  also? 

A.  The  other  payment  was  sent  from  Milwaukee.  He  told  me 
he  had  the  fellows  in  Milwaukee.  Mr.  Edmonds  I  think,  send  me 
$100  from  Milwaukee.  1  told  him  on  the  floor  the  other  day,  when 
he  told  me  that  he  was  looking  on  it  as  a  final  payment,  that  I 
didn't  think  it  was  enough.  I  told  him  so,  but  then  J  would  never 
ask  him  for  a  cent.  It  is  easy  enough  for  me  if  the  fellows  I 
wrote  to  do  not  ask  me  for  anything.  But  there  was  several  fel- 
lows I  wrote  to,  and  1  said  when  I  wrote  to  them  ''You  send  me  a 
hill  what  it  costs  you  ;  if  you  haven't  time  to  doit  yourself,  hire  a 
man  to  do  it."  And  none  of  them  ever  sent  me  a  hill.  I  guess 
they  thought  I  would  be  of  some  use  some  time  to  them,  and 
wouldn't  ask  me  anything ;  hut  if  they  do.  I  will  send  them  to  Sen- 
ator Stephenson  for  it. 

Q.  You  say  you  got  most  all  the  names  of  all  the  decent  repub- 
licans in  Door  county? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q-  ^Yhat  did  you  do  then,  after  you  got  all  those  names? 

A.  Well,  you  mean  what  I  did  for  him? 

Q.  Yes,  what  you  did  further  in  the  matter;  for  him,  yes,  sir. 

A.  In  going  around  and  getting  names  I  noticed  that  the  litho- 
graph of  Mr.  Cook  was  in  pretty  much  all  the  saloons ;  in  some  of 
the  saloons  there  was  two  of  his,  and  there  wasn't  any  of  Steph- 
enson ;  and  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Stephenson  the  fact  that  I  thought  it 
was  poor  policy  to  let  Cook  have  the  possession  of  all  the  saloons ; 
and  by  and  by  I  got  a  large  bundle  of  lithographs  from  Milwaukee 
for  Stephenson.  Well,  then  I  had  to  go  around  to  the  saloons,  of 
course,  and  every  place,  and  scatter  Stephenson's.  I  put  them  up 
the  best  T  could.  'At  one  particular  place,  in  Brussels,  after  I  put 
it  up,  some  men  went  in  there,  in  the  saloon,  and  tore  it  down. 
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Q.  Well,  you  went  and  put  these  all  around  the  saloons.  Did 
you  take  Mr.  Cook's  ouf? 

A.  No,  I  didn't  take  them  oul  ;  but  rack  was  pulled  down;  and 
I  asked  the  saloon  keeper,  I  said  "Why  do  you  allow  Stephenson's 

picture  to  be  taken  down,  and  Cook's  put  in  it >  place?"  "Well," 
he  said,  "three  men  came  in  here,  and  they  did  it.  I  didn't  know 
them." 

Q.  Now.  tell  us  what  further  you  did  than  putting  up  these 
picture^ ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  I  did  any  more.  1  didn't  do  any 
m<  >re. 

Q.   Did  you  talk  to  people  about  voting"  for  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.   Why,  I  praised  Stephenson  up  every  place  1  went. 

Q.   You  considered  that  part  of  your  duty.  I  suppose? 

A.  1  liked  him.  I  don't  know  how  I  considered  it;  1  liked  to 
do  it. 

Q.  You  sav  you  got  a  letter  from  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.   Have  you  got  that  letter  in  your  possession? 

A.   It  is  at  home. 

Q.  Will  von  send  it  down  here? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  reply  to  Mr.  Stephenson  when  he  asked  you 
to  circulate  his  nomination  papers? 

A.  I  said  I  would,  willingly. 

Q.  Did  you  write  anything  about  the  expenses  you  would  be 
under  ? 

A.    No,  sir. 

Q.   Nothing  said  at  the  lime? 

A.  Newer  mentioned  it.  Well,  to  make  it  candid.  I  would  do 
it  for  Mr.  Stephenson  without  a  cent.  I  don't  think  I  would  ever 
ask  him  for  a  cent,  when  he  gave  me  the  $8o;  hut  when  he  com- 
menced it  I  was  bound  to  make  him  pay  me  decently  'hen. 

O-  You  thought  as  long  as  you  were  in  for  a  little  you  might 
as  well  be  in  for  a  lot. 

A.  I  would  rather  have  his  influence.  If  he  didn't  offer  me 
•the  money  I  would  never  ask  him  for  a  cent. 

O-   But  still  you  complained  to  him — 

A.  Yes,  so  long  as  I  was  supposed  to  be  a  hired  man,  when  I 
didn't  want  to  be. 

O.  You  didn't  want  to  be? 
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A.   No,  no  man  ever  hired  me  for  anything. 
Q.  I  thought  you  said  you  did  thi>  willingly? 
A.  So  I  did;  but  as  long  as  he  paid  me  anything  then  of  course 
I  was  looking  on  it  as  a  hired  man.     I  objected  to  that. 

Q.   Y<>n  took  the  money  ? 

A.   Sure. 

Q.   And  you  told  him  that  yon  didn't  think  he  gave  you  enough? 

A.  Out  there,  yes,  sir.  Well,  in  that  way.  If  those  friends 
of  mine,  if  they  should  say  to  me  some  time  "You  never  gave  us 
anything  for  that."  Now,  I  suppose  ten  or  fifteen  perhaps  could 
ask  me  honestly  for  $4  or  $5  for  circulating  those  papers  in  their 
towns :  which  they  never  did. 

Q-  They  can  honestly  ask  you  that  now  ? 

A.  I  think  so:  and  I  would  have  to  acknowledge  !hat  1  wrote 
them  :  but  they  newer  did  it,  as  I  say. 

Q-   And  you  never  paid  them  anything? 

A.   The}-  never  asked  anything. 

(  ).  You  never  paid  anything  except  this  driver  that  you  had. 
with  the  horse  and  wagon  ? 

A.  Yes.  I  tried  to  make  the  job  short.  I  thought  I  would  hire 
a  man  by  the  day  to  circulate  the  papers,  but  he  made  poor  work 
of  it.     He  only  got  fourteen  signers,  and  I  let  him  go. 

O-  How  much  did  you  pay  him? 

A.  $1.50. 

Q.  What  was  his  name? 

A.  This  Carlson  ;  Emil  Carlson.     I  spoke  of  him  before. 

0.  Who  else  did  you  pay  anything  to  ? 

A.  T  don't  remember  of  paying  anything  except  the  man  that 
come  with  me  with  the  horse. 

Q.   How  much  did  you  pay  him  in  all  ? 

A.  I  think  I  paid  him  $15. 

O-  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Stephenson  how  much  you  thought  you 
should  get? 

A.   No. 

0.   Didn't  fix  any  amount  ? 

A.   Xo,  sir. 

Q-  Not  up  here  in  the  chamber? 

A.  No,  sir.  never — well,  excepting  those  fellows  ask  me,  as  I 
told  you  before. 

O.  While  you  were  around  circulating  his  papers,  were  you 
doing  anything1  for  yourself  in  the  way  of  electioneering? 
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A.  <  )h  T  was  looking  good  natured  at  the  boys. 

Q.  You  were  giving  them  the  "glad  hand"  also,  T  Fiippose? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q-  You  didn't  give  them  anything  else  except  this  $16.50,  he- 
sides  being  good  natured  and  looking  pleasant" 

A.  Oh,  I  put  up  the  cigars,  and  treated  to  beer,  every  place 
I  wenf. 

Q.  For  yourself,  or  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  Well,  T  don't  drink  very  much,  and  \  don't  smoke  at  all. 

Q.  Was  this  on  behalf  of  Stephenson,  or  on  behalf  of  yourself 
that  you  spent  this  money? 

A.  I  never  told  them. 

Q.  So  you  left  them  to  infer  that  the  drinks  were  on  Mr.  Rey- 
nolds ? 

A.  I  left  them  <o  think  a-  they  wanted  to.  They  didn't  give  a 
snap. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  save  out  of  this  $180? 

A.  I  didn't  save  anything,  when  T  paid  the  man  that  \  got  to 
work  in  my  place.  It  was  at  haying  time,  and  I  paid  the  man 
that  worked  in  my  place  at  home,  out  of  this  money. 

0.  You  had  him  before  you  went  to  circulating  these  papers, 
didn't  you? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. — Well,  I  had  one.  but  T  had  to  get  another. 

Q-  How  many  days  did  they  "hay"  ? 

A.  Well,  I  paid  them  for  a  month  ;  $r  .50  a  day,  and  his  hoard. 
I  called  it  $2  a  day. 

O.  You  were  not  making  hay  all  the  month?" 

A.  He  was  working  while  I  was  away.  We  got  into  peas  up 
there.     We  had  plenty  to  do  for  him  ;  more  than  a  month. 

Q.  You  had  a  man  a  year  ago  last  summer,  didn't  you.  to  help? 

A.  I  have  a  man  pretty  much  all  the  time. 

O-  There  wasn't  much  difference  whether  you  were  away  or 
not:  you  have  some  kind  of  help:' 

A.   Do  you  think  T  don't  work  at  home? 

Q.   T  am  not  on  the  witness  stand.     T  am  asking  you. 

A.  Well,  you  talk  foolish. 

O.  T  am  asking  you  whether  you  had  two  men  in  your  employ 
the  year  before,  at  haying? 

A.  Why,  occasionally. 

O  There  wasn't  very  much  difference  then  in  the  amount  of 
your  help  last  summer  than  the  summer  before,  and  the  summer 
previous  to  that? 
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A.  I  had  about  forty  tons  sf  clover  hay  last  summer;  and  the 
year  before  I  didn't  have  twenty.      May  was  a  failure. 

Q  You  had  the  same  aim  mm  of  help  a  year  ago  Last  summer 
tha4  you  had  last  summer,  did  you? 

A.    For  a  short  time.      You  mean  hired  help? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Mo;  1  was  there  myself.  I  occupy  the  place  of  a  man  when 
I  am  at  home. 

Q-   Now  you  say  that  you  didn't  save  anything  out  of  this  $180. 

A.    No,  I  didn't  save  a  cent. 

(J.   \  on  kni  w  ( Jeorge  ECindlin  of  the  assembly? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  Didn't  you  tell  him  the  other  day.  after  Mr.  Stephenson 
made  this  statement  against  you,  that  you  had  expended  SiSo. 
that  you  had  only  come  out  $100  ahead  on  the  deal? 

A.  George  Kindlin  ? 

Q-  Yes/ 

A.  He  is  a  democrat;    1   wouldn't   tell   him   the   'ruth   anyway. 

Q-  Do  you  mean  to  have  me  infer  that  because  1  am  a  demo- 
crat you  are  not  telling  the  truth  on  the  -tand  now? 

A.    No,  sir.      I  know  your  position,  and  mine  too. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  You  are  talking  to  die  committee  rather  than 
to  the  senator  ? 

A.    T   am   here-   to   tell    the  truth    now. 

0.  Will  you  tell  us  how  you  expended  this  $180? 

A.  T  paid  this  man  that  worked  in  my  place — 1  paid  him  for  Ji 
days.  $1.50  a  day.  Have  you  put  down  when  1  went  around 
this  three  weeks?     T  had  die  man  four  days,  ami  I  paid  him. 

0-   Well,  we  have  that,  $15  ;  and  $]  .50  to  .Mr.  Carlson. 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  What  further? 

A.  Tin'  expenses  of  that  man  and  his  horse.  T  had  to  pay 
their  expenses  for  four  days.  Tt  averaged  about,  T  think.  $2  a 
day  expenses;  $1  for  the  horse  aud  $1  for  himself;  and  my  ex- 
penses were  about  $2.50  a  day:  between  $2. of)  and  $3. 

Q.  Between  $2. of)  and  $3  a  day? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  You  were  out.  you  say,  21  days0 

A.    Yes.    sir. 

Q.  Well,  what  else  did  you  expend? 
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A.  When  1  was  around  with  tho»  lithographs;  I  think  I 
spent  five  days  going  around  with  them. 

Q.  Five  days  at  $2.50'/     How  much  a   day.' 

A.  Well,  I  think  perhaps  about  $4  a  day.  That  is,  expenses 
and  all. 

Q.  Did  it  eost  you  any  more  to  put  up  lithographs  than  it  did 
to  go  around  and  get  names.' 

A.  Well,  yes;  going  into  those  saloons,  in  order  to  g<  t  posses- 
sion of  them,  a  little  of  them,  J  thought  1  ought  to  spend  some- 
thing. 

Q.   Five  days  at   $4  a  day? 

A.  It  may  be  more.  It  may  run  more  than  that.  I  didn't 
keep  an  account  of  what  I  spent. 

Q.  Have  you  anything  else  in  mind? 

A.  No,  nothing  else, 

Q.  That  uses  up,  according  to  my  figures,  $128.50.  That 
would  leave  $51.50  still  to  be  accounted  for.  What  did  you  do 
with  that .' 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know -just  how  much  I  gave  this  Collins  to 
pay  those  fellows  that  I  sent  down  Mr.  Stephenson's  papers  to. 
I  couldn't  circulate  them  all.  as  I  told  you. 

<x>.  You  just  stated  that  these  were  all  the  items  you  had  in 
mind? 

A.  That  is  all  T  had;  but  when  you  ask  me,  I  can't  think  of 

all  of  them. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  an  account  to  Mr.  Stephenson  .' 

A.   Xo. 

Q.  Can  you  account  for  the  $51.50  that  you  got? 

A.  No.  I  cannot;  not  just  now.     I  can't  think  of  it. 

Q.  If  you  can  later  on  will  you  inform  us  of  it  .' 

A.  Perhaps — 

Q.  (interrupting)  Did  you  tell  George  Kindlin  you  saved 
$100? 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  telling  him  anything  about  it.  I 
thought  you  asked  that  just  to  quiz  me. 

Q.  That  was  the  purpose  of  quizzing  you.  I  will  ask  you, 
seriously  ? 

A.   T  don't  remember  telling  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Didn't  you  tell  Mr.    Kindlin    that    all    you  saved  out  of 
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this,  or  words  to  thai  effect,  thai  all  you  saved  ou.1  of  tins  was 
$100;  that  your  expenses  pud  up  to  aboul  $80 

A.   I   couldn't   tell   liim  that. 

Q*.  As  to  these  expenses  you  have  been  giving  here  you  were 
a  candidate  for  the  assembly  al  thai  time,  were  you  no1  .' 

A.  I  had  my  doubts  aboul  it.  although  I  senl  oul  my  comma* 
tion  papers.  I  told  the  man  thai  ran  againsl  me  and  that 
gave  him  eneouragemenl  to  run  againsl  me— he  asked  me  if  I 
was  going  to  be  a  candidate.  \  told  him  I  wasn'1  sure;  it*  they 
was  not  going  to  put  up  a  big  opposition  againsl  me  I  didn't 
think  I  would. 

Q.   You   wanted  a   f i «r 1 1 1  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  You  were  a  member  of  the  legislature  at  the  time  you  got 
this  money  from  Mr.  Stephenson:' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  you  were  a  candidate  ;it  the  time  that  you  got  the 
money;  at  the  time  you  had  this  excursion  up  there.' 

A.  In  tins  way.  that  I  am  telling  you.     I  wasn't  sure. 

Q.  When  did  you  get  this  $100  from   Mr.   Stephenson.' 

A.  I  don't  remember.     That  was  sent  to  me  from  Milwaukee. 

(x>.    ['    e:  l'r  ti'-y  ■  r  m  -m-v  or  wa     it  'y  check  .' 

A.  Check. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  who  you  got  the  check  from  ? 

A.   Mi-.   Edmonds. 

Q.  In  order  to  refresh  your  memory  I  will  say  that  Senator 
Stephenson  testified,  according  to  my  recollection,  that  he  paid 
you  all  this  in  currency  .' 

A.   Xo.   he   did   not. 

Mr.  Hambreeht :  He  said  he  didn't  remember  for  sun  about, 
the  $100. 

Witness:     He  told  me  he  told  Edmonds  to  pay  me  the  $100. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  when  that  was  you  got  the  $100.) 

A.  No.  I  can't  tell  you  that,  when  it  was. 

Q.  AYas  it  in  September? 

A.  Well,  I  can't  tell  you.  I  know  I  had  it  a  long  time  before 
I  had  any  necessity  for  getting  it  cashed.  T  don't  know  just 
when  I  got  it. 

0.  Did  you  keep  any  account  of  the  money  you  expended  at 
that  time? 
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A.  No,  I  did  not.  J  think  very  liki  ly  1  spenl  considerably 
more  than  J  gave  you  there.  I  think  that  is  where  the  $50 
went.     That  1  don't  remember  just  exactly. 

<t>.    How   did  they  come  to  send  you  this  check  of  $100? 

A.    I  suppose  they  thought  they  owed  it  to  me. 

<v).  I  didn'1  ask  you  what  they  supposed.     I  asked  yon  why? 

A.    I    don't    know. 

<L>.    Did  you  write  to  them  to  send  you  $100? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Von  said  Mr.  Stephenson  said  he  told  Puelicher  to  send 
you  $100? 

A.  Yes,  lie  told  me  so. 

Q.  Where   was  thai   conversation? 

A.  Well,  it  was  in  Marinette. 

<x).  What  were  you  doing  in  Marinette? 

A.  I  went  over  there  to  talk  to  him  about  the  State  Park. 

Q.  When  was  that,  do  you  recollect? 

A.  Just  before  he  went  to  Washington. 

Q.  That  was  late  in  the  fall? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Along  in  November? 

A.  Yes.  just  before  he  went  to  Washington.  1  heard  that  he 
and  Senator  Bird  wanted  to  get  the  State  Park  over  in  Mar- 
inette county,  and  T  went" over  to  know  if  it  was. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said  then  about  the  work  you  had 
done  for  him  in  the  primary? 

A.  Xo.  nothing  about  that.  He  asked  me  if  I  £0t  that  $100 
from  Edmonds:  that  he  told  Edmonds  to  send  me  $100.  I  told 
him  yes. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  then  you  didn't  think  you  had  enouc'h  ? 

A.  Xo.  I  didn't  tell  him.  I  consider  T  have  enough,  except 
those  men.  Xow.  T  told  yon  this  before;  except  those  personal 
friends  of  mine  might  say  to  me  some  time  "Well,  you  didn't 
send  us  anything  for  doing  what  we  did  for  Stephenson." 

Q.    You  wanted  it  as  a  sort  of  contingent  fund? 

A.  AY  ell.  1  don't  know  what  you  might  call  it.  It  wouldn't 
amount  to  much  anyway. 

By  Mr.  Pray: 

Q.   !'mw  manv  mures  did  vou  get,  do  vou  remember? 
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A.  There  is  so  many  others  thai  go1  them,  I  didn'1  keep  any 

track  i'l  it 

Q.  Would  you  undertake  the  work  again,  for  a  stranger,  for 
$180? 

A.  I  wouldn't  undertake  it  for  a  thousand. 

Q.   What  would  the  work  be  worth  .' 

A.   It  is  a  very  unpleasant  business;  very  unpleasant  work; 

and   I   wouldn't  do  it   at   all  again.      1    would   be  afraid   of  iny 
health  ;  and  I  wouldn't  do  it  at  all. 

Q.  You  mean  because  of  the  saloons  you  would  have  to  visit 

A.  No.  no:  but  the  country  people;  just  the  country  people, 
it  is  so  unpleasant.  !  often  went  there,  and  I  would  have  to 
wait  for  an  hour,  talking  to  a  man,  and  he  would  he  on  top  of 
a  load  of  hay  or  (teas,  and  1  would  have  to  wait  until  he  come 
down,  and  then  he  would  have  to  see  his  wife  before  he  signed 
the  papers. 

Q.  You  did  the  work  then  very  largely  out  of  personal  feeling 
for  Senator  Stephenson  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  an  old  friend  of  Senator  Stephenson's? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  him? 

A.  Oh.  I  have  known  him  4.1  years. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  that  Senator  Stephenson's  money  was 
paid  to  you  in  any  way  to  help  your  candidacy? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  that  it  did  help  your  candidacy? 

A.  Xo,  I  paid  my  own  money  for  my  candidacy. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  perhaps  your  being  such  a  strong  advo- 
cate of  Stephenson  hurt  your  candidacy? 

A.  I  think  it  hurt  me.  yes.  sir. 

Q.  You  wouldn't  have  undertaken  it  then  as  a  political  move, 
for  your  own  benefit  .' 

A.  Xo.  Quite  a  number  of  Stephenson's  men  did  all  they 
could  against  me  T  had  an  independent  candidate,  after  the 
other  two  got  defeated. 

Q.  In  making  this  estimate  of  what  you  spent  you  haven't 
made  any  estimate  of  the  value  of  your  own  time.  Do  yon  con- 
sider that  of  any  value  ' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 


256      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   INVESTIGATION. 

(^.   What  would  you  consider  your  own  time  worth  in  addi- 
tion to  your  expenses .' 
A.  Well,  it  depends  on  circumstances.     Jus1  at  that  time,  at 

my  clover  hay  time,  I  don't  think  a  man  could  hire  me  for  $10 

a  day. 

Q.  Then,  it  yon  were  going  to  charge  anyone  for  that  work 
you  think  you  would  have  charged  him  $10  a  day  .' 

A.  Ef  I  was  hauling  in  my  clover  hay  I  don't  think  a  man 
could  hire  me  al  all.  1  wouldn't  go,  only  I  promised  Senator 
Stephenson. 

Q.  You  think  if  it  were  simply  a  money  transaction  Senator 
Stephenson  has  not  paid  you  enough,  if  there  were  no  personal 
considerations  .' 

A.  Not  if  there  were  no  personal  considerations.  I  wouldn't 
consider  he  paid  me  half  enough,_or  a  quarter  enough. 

By  Mr.  Husting: 

Q.  When  you  ran  two  years  before  that  time  you.  as  a  candi- 
date had  no  money  from  anybody  else  to  spend  .' 

A.   No,  sir. 

U_.  And  you  paid  your  own  way.' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  do  you  think  it  was  proper  for  you.  as  a  candidate 
for  the  assembly,  to  run  your  campaign  in  conjunction  with 
Mr.  Stephenson,  on  .Air.  Stephenson's  money.' 

A.  I  didn't  say  I  run  it  on  Mr.  Stephenson's  money. 

Q.  You  testified  that  you  spent  money,  and  didn't  say  who  it 
was  on,  in  the  saloons;  so  you  were  using  this  money  of  Mr. 
Stephenson's,  were  you  not?  You  are  charging  that  up  the 
account  ? 

A.  That  is  all  right,  yes.  sir. 

Q.  So  you  were  using  Mr.  Stephenson's  money  and  you  were 
a  candidate  yourself .' 

A.  I  was  using  my  own  money  at  that  time.  I  didn't  get  the 
money  from  Stephenson  at  that  time  with  the  intention  to  treat 
people. 

Q.  You  are  now  charging  it  up  against  him  in  this  account  ? 
A.   Yes.  what  1  did  for  him. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  you  were  going  to  get  any  at  the  time 
you  spent  that  .' 
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A.    ( id  any  what  .' 

<^.   Did  you  know  thai  Mr.  Stephenson  was  going  to  help  you 
al  the  time  you  spenl  this  money  in  the  saloons.' 
A.    No.  sir  :  I  did  not . 

By  Mr.  Husting: 

Q.  You  did  work  for  Stephenson  after  you  go1  this  $80  up  on 
thai  boat,  did  you  not  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  did  know  al  that  time  you  were  getting  paid  for 
it.' 

A.   I  know  I  go1  $80. 

Recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 


Two  O'Clock  p.  in..  February  18,  19Q9. 
Hearing  resumed. 
All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Examination  of  Thomas  Reynolds  resumed. 

The  Chairman:    Does  some  member  of  the  committee  desire 

to  examine  Mr.  Reynolds  further.' 

By  Mr.  Husting: 

Q.  You  stated.  Mr.  Reynolds,  that  you  had  quite  a  little  ex- 
pense in  the  saloons.  Will  you  tell  us  how  many  saloons  there 
are  in  Door  county  .' 

Witness:  Mr-.  Chairman,  will  you  allow  me  to  submit  a  mem- 
orandum.' I  made  a  misstatement  this  morning,  through  mis- 
take. My  expenses  are  more  each  day  than  1  gave,  and  I  had 
tins  paper  in  my  pocket.     I  forgot  to  submit  it  this  forenoon. 

The  Chairman:  1  did  not  understand  you.  I  was  engaged 
in  something  else. 

Witness:  1  had  this  paper  in  my  pocket  this  forenoon,  as 
accurate  as  I  could  remember:  my  expenses  each  day  I  had  put 
on  it.  1  forgot  to  submit  it  this  forenoon.  I  would  like  to  have 
the  privilege  of  submitting  it  now.  I  made  some  mistake  in 
my  statements. 
17 
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The  (  hairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  want  to  submit  is  as  a  document,  or  use  il  to  re- 
fresh your  recollection  ? 

A.    1  waul  to  use  il  to  correct  my  statements. 

The  Chairman:  Any  correction  yon  wish  to  make  will  be  re- 
ceived. 

Mr.  [ngalls:    If  he  is  willing  to  leave  il  we  better  receive  it. 

By  the  ( Jhairman  : 

Q.    When  and  by  whom  was  this  memorandum  made.' 

A.  Well,  my  neighbor  up  there,  from  Superior— what  is  bis 
name?     I  gave  him  the  figures,  and  he  put  them  down. 

Q.  When  was  that  done  .' 

A.  I  think  three  days  ago;  I  think  two  or  three  days  ago; 
day  before  yesterday,  I  believe. 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  those  figures  from  memory,  or  did  you 
have  some  other  memorandum  from  which  you  <•<  pied  them  \ 

A.  I  gave  them  from  memory  then. 

Q.  Three  days  ago  \ 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
•  Q.  Who  was  that  gentleman  \ 

Mr.  Chappie:    Air.  Stack,  I  guess. 

Witness:    Stack  ;  yes.  that  is  his  name. 

(.!>.  These  are  Mr.  Stack's  figures  on  this  memorandum? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

The  Chairman:  It  will  be  received  and  made  pari  of  the  rec- 
ord. 

Marked  "Exhibit  43"  and  is  in  words  and  figures  as  follows: 
to-wit : 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   INVESTIGATION.      259 


EXHIBIT  43. 

Smith.  Jacksonport. 

-i  days,  man  and  horse,  3      &  Es $£1  00 

3  days,  horse ■ 4  50 

3  la 

8  25 

7  days-  expenses,  self,  $3.00 21   00 

50  25 

21  days,  actual  ex 63  00 

1  man,  21  days  al  $1.50  and  board,  $2 42  00 

1  man.  Eigel  ( 'arlson   1  50 

Others  for  getting  signatures 10  00 

166  75 
Putting  up  lithographs  about   a  week.  H 28  00 


194  75 


By  Mr.  Husting : 

Q.  Have  you  definite  knowledge  of  these,  oi  are  these  esti- 
mates .' 

A.  Well,  they  are  from  my  memory,  the  best  1  could  remember 
at  that  time. 

Q.  You  have  no  memoranda  as  to  dates? 

A.  Xo,  I  have  no  memorandum. 

Q.  Were  these  services  all  rendered  in  the  month  of  July? 

A.  Not  all. 

Q.  When  did  you  begin  to  do  work  for  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  I  think  early  in  July:  something  about  the  first  part  of 
July. 

Q.  How  came  it  that  you  could  not  remember  that  this  morn- 
ing?    Did  some  items  escape  your  recollection? 

A.  I  don't  know.  I  was  looking  at  you.  and  got  a  little  puz- 
zled some  way. 

Q.  I  thought  you  had  a  good  deal  of  self  possession  this  morn- 
ing, Mr.  Reynolds.     You  had  this  in  your  pocket  this  morning? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  I  had  this  in  my  pocket  this  morning,  and  I  for- 
got to  submit  it. 
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Q.  I  will  ask  you  again:  How  many  saloons  are  there  in 
Door  county,  if  yon  know  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  ? 

A.  I  couldn't  make  any  estimate  of  them,  uo,  sir. 

Q.  Outside  of  Sturgeon  Bay,  how  many  saloons  arc  there,  if 
you  know,  in  Door  county  ! 

A.  What  is  that? 

Q.  Outside  of  Sturgeon  Bay? 

A.  I  couldn't  give  you  the  least  idea. 

Q.  You  could  not  approximate  it  at  all? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  could:  I  never  took  any  interest  in  that. 

Q.  You  stated  this  morning  that  your  support  of  Mr.  Stephen- 
son hurt  your  candidacy? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  thought  it  did,  some. 

Q.  Didn't  you  state  this  morning  that  every  decent  man  in 
Door  county  signed  Air.  Stephenson's  petition? 

A.  Every  decent  republican. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  convey  the  idea  that  the  indecent  repub- 
licans are  in  the  majority  in  Door  county.' 

A.  Oh,  no.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Then  if  a  majority  of  the  men  in  Door  county  favored  Mr. 
Stephenson  that  ought  to  help  your  cause,  hadn't  it? 

A.  Well,  we  got  divided  somehow.  I  met  Mr.  Overbeck  in 
Sturgeon  Bay  and  asked  him  if  he  was  working  for  Air.  Stephen- 
son. He  said  he  was  inclined  for  Mr.  Stephenson.  I  asked  him 
why  he  was  working  against  me.  and  all  Mr.  Stephenson's 
friends.  My  son  wrote  me  from  Milwaukee  that  a  young  man 
told  him,  that  lived  in  Sturgeon  Bay — he  was  there  for  a  week 
and  he  told  my  son  that  all  of  Stephenson's  friends  was  working 
against  me;  and  he  wrote  me  to  throw  Stephenson  overboard, 
and  work  againsl  him  ;  that  all  his  friends  was  working  against 
me;  but  I  knew  Mr.  Stephenson  knew  nothing  about  that.  I 
didn't  do  it.     I  wouldn't  do  it  for  anybody. 

Q.  Did  you  file  a  statement  of  your  primary  campaign  ex- 
penses? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  were  they  ? 

A.  $75.  "    *~'  1 

Q.  For  the  entire  primary  campaign? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  think  the  primary  cost  me  hardly  anything. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   INVESTIGATION.      261 

This  $75 — they  pul  up  an  independenl  candidate,  when  I  de- 
feated the  other  two,  againsl   me. 

Q.  Then  the  money  that  you  did  expend  in  the  primary  cam- 
paign was  partly  defrayed,  or  wholly  defrayed,  l>\  the  contribu- 
tions of  Mr.  Stephenson,  were  they  no1  .' 

A.   I  couldn  't  s;iy  that. 

Q.  1  say,  as  a  matter  of  fad  I 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Tliis  $75  which  was  the  amounl  you  expended  on  your  own 
behalf  in  the  primary  election,  included  the  getting  of  signa- 
tures to  your  nomination  papers' 

A.  No,  1  don't  think  I  paid  anything;  for  niy  nomination 
papers  at  all.  I  had  plenty  of  friends.  I  don't  think  I  paid  a 
cent  for  my  nomination  papers.  I  have  been  distributing 
nomination  papers  since  the  primary  commenced,  for  everybody, 
and  I  never  run  for  office  before  two  years  ago,  and  they  were 
all  indebted  to  me,  and  they  were  glad  to  do  anything  I  asked 
them  to. 

By  The  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  think  you  said  you  had  no  way  of  fixing  the  date  on  whieh 
you  received  the  $80,  or  the  $100? 

A.  I  never  thought  of  fixing  the  date.  • 

Q.  Have  you  any  way  of  telling  now  in  what  month  you  re- 
ceived either  one  of  those  items? 

A.  I  know  I  received  the  $80  in  July. 

Q.-Aind  you  know  you  received  the  $100  some  time  later? 

A.  Considerably  later. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  month  it  was  in? 

A.  Well,  I  think  it  was  in  September. 

Q.  After  the  primary  .' 

A.   I  think  so. 

Q.  And  in  what  way  did  you  receive  that  $100? 

A.  In  a  check. 

Q.  From  whom  ? 

A.  From  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.  In  a  letter?     Did  it  come  in  a  letter? 

Q.  Have  you  the  letter  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  have  saved  it  or  not. 

Q.  Did  you  have  the  letter  itself,  at  your  home? 

A.  "Well.   sir.    I    don't   know.     I   don't   think   I   saved   it.     I 
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don't  save  letters  that  are  of  no  consequence.  I  don't  think  I 
did. 

Q.  Did  you  get  the  check  cashed  in  one  of  your  local  banks? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  didn't  get  the  check  cashed,  I  don't  think,  for 
two  or  three  weeks,  perhaps  a  month,  after  the  election.  I 
didn't  need  the  money. 

Q.  Yon  think  you  held  the  check  for  some  weeks  after  you  re- 
ceived it? 

A.  Yes,  1  think  until  perhaps  a  month  after  I  received  it. 

Q.  Whose  name  was  signed  to  the  cheek,  if  yon  know? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds,  I  think. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  on  what  hank  it  was  drawn  ? 

A.  On  a  bank  in  Milwaukee,  I  think. 

Q.  You  don't  know  what  bank  in  Milwaukee? 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  Mercantile  Bank ;  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Q.  Which  work  did  yon  begin  first,  the  work  for  Senator 
Stephenson,  or  the  work  in  your  own  campaign? 

A.  That  is,  getting  names,  you  mean  ? 

Q.  In  any  form  ? 

A.  Mr.  Stephenson. 

Q.  And  do  you  know  in  what  month  yon  commenced  that 
work  ? 

A.  I  think  the  first  part  of  July. 

Q.  And  that  was  the  time  that  yon  were  simply  getting  sig- 
natures to  his  nomination  papers  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  how  many  towns  and  villages  there  are  in 
your  county  1 

A.  I  think  there  is  fourteen  towns  in  it. 

Q.  And  how  many  villages  and  cities? 

A.  One  city. 

Q.  .And  what  is  that  ? 

A.  Sturgeon  Bay. 

Q.  Are  there  any  villages,  organized  villages? 

A.  Well,  I  am  not  sure  if  1  >ailey's  Harbor  is  an  organized  vil- 
lage or  not. 

Q.  Did  you  travel  in  most  of  those  towns  for  Senator  Stephen- 
son in  the  month  of  July  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  most  of  them,  except  Washington  Is'and.  All  of 
them  except  Washington  Island. 
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Q.  At  that  time  had  yon  decided  to  be  candidate  yourself  fi  r 
the  assembly  ? 

A.  Well,  I  wasn't  decided.     I  suppose  I  can  state  the  reason. 

O.  I  don't  ask  for  the  reason,  unless  you  wish  to  state  it.  It" 
you  wish  to  state  the  reason  you  may,  however. 

A.  Well,  my  family  was  so  thai  it  was  decided  that  I  could  nol 
come  to  the  legislature  except  we  could  gel  the  right  kind  of  a 
man.  except  my  son  stopped  at  home  Me  had  a  notion  to  go 
west.  There  would  be  nobody  at  home  hut  my  wife,  and  we 
could  not  keep  the  children  from  school.  We  decided  T  could 
not  come  to  the  legislature  except  we  would  arrange  <>nr  business 
right. 

Q-  When  yon  were  upon  Senator  Stephenson's  yacht,  and  re- 
ceived the  $80,  had  you  then  decided  to  hi'  a  candidate  for  the 
assembly  ? 

A.   No;  not  sure. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  month  that  was  in? 

A.  That  was  in  July. 

O.  Was  it  after  you  had  finished  circnla'ing  his  nomination 
papers  ? 

A.   Xo,  sir,  I  had  not  finished. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  anyone  in  Door  count)'  for  circulating  his 
nomination  papers  ? 

A.  Yes.  1  sent  money  to  parties  'hat  I  wrote  to. 

Q-  Can  you  give  the  names  of  the  parties  that  yon  paid  money 
to  for  circulating  Senator  Stephenson's  nomination  papers? 

A.  Xo.  I  sent  the  papers  with  die  stage  man,  and  T  asked  him 
to  give  them  to  some  of  his  friends  to  circulate,  and  to  let  me 
know  how  much  it  would  cost. 

O.  Do  you  know  the  stage  man's  name? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  What  is  it  ? 

A.  Pefer  Collins. 

Q.  Where  does  he  live? 

A.  Bailey's  Harbor.  He  passes  my  place  going  up  and  down 
Sturgeon  Bay  with  the  mails. 

O.  Did  you  pay  him  anything? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  ? 

A.  I  forget.  Xot  very  much.  It  was  only  a  trifle.  ]  don't 
remember  just  how  many  papers  I  sent,  but  I  remember  of  Collins 
telling  me  that  they  did  it  for  $1  a  paper. 
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(  ).  Did  you  make  all  these  payments  through  !he  stage  driver 
or  mail  carrier? 

A.    Yes,  those  little  payments. 

(  ).  I  )id  you  make  any  payment  t<>  anybody  els.-  aside  tr  on  I  'eter 
Collins? 

A.   No. 

O-  For  circulating  the  nomination  papers? 

A.  No,  no  other  payment. 

Q.  And  you  can't  give  us  any  idea  of  how  much  that  was,  ex- 
cept to  say  that  it  was  a  trifle? 

A.  Just  a  few  dollars.      I  can't  say.  no. 

O.  After  having  gone  thru  this  statement  with  Assemblyman 
Stack  here  a  few  days  ago.  were  you  able  or  are  you  able  now  to 
state  how  much  money  you  paid  out  for  Senator  Stephenson's 
compaign — not  including  anything  fhat  you  used  in  your  cam- 
paign ? 

A.  I  paid  out  all  the  money  that  is  there,  except  what  I  paid 
to  my  hired  help,  that  I  considered  that  Stephenson  had  a  right 
to  pay. 

O-  That  is,  von  hired  a  man  at  home  for  your  time,  you  mad? 
a  charge  in  this  account  that  you  have  here? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  How  many  towns  did  you  go  into  in  posting  up  these  litho- 
graphs? 

A.    1   think  thirteen  towns.- 

Q.   Did  you  travel  alone  when  you  did  that? 

A.  Most  of  the  time. 

Q.  Were  you  a  candidite  for  the  assembly  when  you  posted 
those  lithographs? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q-  What  month  was  it  in  ? 

A.  It  was  in  August. 

Q.  And  were  you  doing  anything  in  your  own  behalf  as  a  can- 
didate for  a  member  of  the  assembly  on  that  trip? 

A.  Yes,  I  was. 

C).  And  is  that  a  part  of  the  time  that  you  charged  up  against 
this  account  here? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.   How   many   days   were  you   posting  up   those   lithographs? 

A.  Well,  to  the  best  of  my  opinion,  about  five. 

Q.    And    1    don't    konw   but    I    misunderstand   you.   but    (hiring 
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those  five  days  were  working  in  your  own  behalf,  in  behalf  of 

your  candidacy  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  I  read  your  statement  here,  yon  have  $28  charged  up  for 
that  work  of  posting  those  lithographs.  Did  you  mean  that  thai 
was  what  you  paid  out  or  was  that  $28  for  your  time,  or  did  it 
include  both  ? 

A.  Well,  that  was  for  my  time,  and  I  Jhink  perhaps  I  spent 
siime  of  that  with  the  saloon  men — I  know  I  did — to  allow  me  to 
put  up  Stephenson's  lithographs  in  their  saloons.  I  spent  some 
with  that  intention,  1  didn't  tell  them  so.  hut  that  was  my  intention. 

Q-  Well,  have  you  any  idea  what  part  of  you  spent  in  that  way 
and  what  part  of  you  charged  up  for  your  time  during  these  five 
days  ? 

A.  I  haven't  much  of  an  idea.     1  may  have  spent  perhaps  $10. 

O-  Was  that  the  way  you  es'imated  it  when  yon  made  up  this 
account,  $10  for  expenses  and  $18  for  time? 

A.   No,  I  don't  think  it  was.     I  didn't  take  it  that  way  at  all. 

Q.  Well,  I  don't  quite  understand  you.  You  say  that  yon 
didn't  charge  for  your  time  that  you  spent  in  hehalf  of  your  own 
candidacy,  hut  as  T  understand  you  were  working  for  yourself  a- 
well  as  Senator  Stephenson  during  those  five  days? 

A.  More  for  myself. 

O.  And  yet  you  have  charged  it  against  this  $180  here  which 
was  furnished  by  Senator  Stephenson,  as  T  understand  it ;  perhaps 
T  am  wrong? 

A.  T  think  it  went  over  $180.  I  had  $180  -pent  of  Stephenson's 
money  getting  the  signatures. 

Q.  I  didn't  get  the  amount  that  you  paid  to  Mr.  Smith — do  you 
remember  what  it  was  now? 

A.   T  think  $15. 

Q.  And  what  is  Air.  Smith's  first  name? 

A.  I  don't  just  remember  now.  but  you  can  find  him  by  address- 
ing Tacksonport.  Tie  is  a  German.  There  are  two  Smiths  there. 
Tie  is  a  German,  Schmidt. 

Q.  Xow,  T  want  to  get  these  items  here  and  if  you  would  prefer 
to  have  this  memorandum  to  look  at,  T  will  pass  it  down  to  you  ? 

A.  I  can't  read  his  figures  very  well.     T  haven't  my  glasses. 

Q.  Perhaps  you  can  do  this  from  memory.  Xow,  I  want  to  get 
at  the  amount  you  paid  out.  \Ye  have  the  $1.")  that  you  paid  Mr. 
Schmidt. 

18 
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'A.  Well,  that  is  the  best  of  my  opini<  n.  Now,  I  may  haw  paid 
him  more  than  that. 

Q.  Now,  what  ami  unit  did  yon  pay  any  other  person  and  for 
what  purpose  ? 

A.  1  don't  know  that  I  paid  anyone,  except  a  few  dollars  I  gave 
Collins  thai  I  told  you. 

O.   I  fe  was  the  mail  carrier? 

A.  Yes. 

(  ).  Now,  if  you  didn't  pay  anybod)  other  than  those  two  cash, 
how  did  yon  pay  it  to  them? 

A.  Well,  of  course  1  paid  as  1  went  around  saloons,  I  spent 
money  in  the  saloons,  and  I  stopped  all  night  in  those  places  and 
there  would  he  quite  a  crowd  of  fellows  there  and  <>f  course  1  was 
quite  liberal  with  them. 

Q.  Was  that  when  you  were  posting  lithographs  or  when  yon 
were  getting  signatures,  or  both  ? 

A.  Both. 

Q.  Then  aside  from  your  expenses  in  traveling  around,  the 
amount  you  paid  out  was  $15  to  Mr.  Schmidt  and  a  certain 
amount  which  you  can't  remember  to  Mr.  Collins — that  is  correct, 
is  it? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.    From  whom  did  you  receive  the  lithographs  to  p  >st  up? 

A.   Frem  Mr.  Edmonds. 

O.  Did  von  receive  a  letter  with  them  about  the  same  time  in- 
structing you  what  to  do  with  them? 

A.   I  don't  think  it. 

O.  You  simply  received  a  roll  of  lithographs  and  went  out  and 
posted  them  up? 

(  No  answer  ). 

Q.  Was  that  after  you  had  received  the  $80? 

A.  ( ).  yes. 

Q.   Was  it  after  you  received  the  $100? 

A.  I  am  not  sure,  hut  I  think  it  was.  Xo.  it  was  before  I  re- 
ceived the  $100. 

(  ).  Senator  Stephenson  said  in  his  testimony  that  he  paid  you 
$80  in  currency,  and  that  he  paid  you  $100  in  some  other  form. 
which  he  thought  was  in  currency.     Did  he  do  that? 

A.  Xo.  Xo.  I  suppose  he  didn't  know.  I  suppose  he  told  Ed- 
monds to  pay  me  $100  and  T  suppose  he  didn't  know  hew  he  paid 
it. 
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(  ).  I  mean  you  didn'l  receive  Ihe  $100  from  Senator  Stephen- 
son and  another  $100  from  Mr.  Esmonds? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  don'1  know  but  yon  were  asked  the  question  of  whether 
or  not  you  had  the  letter  which  Senator  Stephenson  wrote  you 
before  you  did  any  work  for  him? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  You  received  a  letter  from  him,  did  you? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   !  lave  you  thai  letter? 

A.    I   think   I  have. 

Q.  Can  you  get  that  for  the  committee  without  any  incon- 
venience ? 

A.   Yes. 

Q.  Do  so,  please.  At  the  time  you  were  traveling  about  in  be- 
half of  Senator  Stephenson  did  you  keep  any  account  of  your 
expenditures  ? 

A.  No,  mi". 

Q.  And  when  you  bought  drinks  at  the  saloons,  as  I  tinder- 
stand  you,  you  didn't  inform  the  crowd  as  to  whether  that  was  on 
you  or  on  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.    Yes,  they  all  knew  it  was  on  Senator  Stephenson. 

O.  Well.  I  understood  you  in  your  testimony,  in  response  to 
Senator  Husting's  question,  to  say  that  you  didn't  say  anything 
to  them  one  way  or  the  other  about  that? 

A.  Well,  1  didn't,  but  when  I  got  the  drinks  for  them  they  all 
drank  to  Stephenson.  I  said  nothing  about  it.  but  the}-  seemed 
to  know. 

Q.  When  you  were  posting  up  the  lithographs,  visiting  the  sa- 
loons and  posting  up  the  lithographs,  you  were  working  both  for 
yourself  and  for  Senator  Stephenson,  as  I  understand  you? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  And  it  was  during  that  time  that  you  spent  a  considerable 
portion  of  this  money,  was  it? 

A.   Xo,  I  didn't  spend — I  didn't  spend  much  then,  no. 

O.  Well,  was  that  the  time  that  you  referred  to  when  you  were 
traveling  about  posting  up  lithographs,  that  they  drank  to  Steph- 
enson's health  or  success  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  It  was  the  time  then  you  were  getting  his  nomination 
papers  ? 


268      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Well,  when  yon  were  in  the  saloons  posting  up  the  litho- 
graphs did  yon  tell  them  then  whether  you  were  treating  for  the 
benefit  of  Senator  Stephenson  or  for  yourself? 

A.  Well,  J  gave  them  to  understand  that  it  was  for  Stephen- 
son. 

Q.  And  vet  I  think  you  testified  that  yon  didn't  say  to  them 
that  it  was  for  Stephenson,  but  in  some  other  way  you  gave  them 
to  understand  that  ? 

(No  answer). 

Q.  As  1  recollect  your  testimony,  you  said  that  you  didn't  tell 
them  whether  it  was  on  you  or  on  Stephenson? 

A.  I  didn't  mention  the  fact,  but  1  understood  that  they  under- 
stood all  right. 

By  Senator  Rusting : 

O.  Now,  to  get  this  clear.  Mr.  Reynolds,  did  you  file  a  state- 
ment of  your  primary  campaign  expenses — 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Or  just  the  election  expenses? 

A.  My  campaign  expenses. 

O.  I  mean  for  the  primary  campaign? 

A.  The  primary  didn't  cost  me  anything. 

Q.  Didn't  cost  you  anything? 

A.  No. 

O.  And  how  much  did  it  cost  you  for  your  other  campaign  in 
all? 

A.  Well.  $75  in  all. 

Q.  Did  you  make  much  of  a  campaign  in  Door  county  during 
the  months  of  September  and  October? 

A.  Yes,  for  myself  I  made  a  very  hot  campaign  in  September. 

Q.  Did  you  go  all  through  the  county? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bray:  He  doesn't  mean  September.  The  primaries  were 
over  in  September. 

A.  Yes,  also  in  September.     September  and  October. 
Mr.   Ingalls:     That's  immaterial. 

Senator  Husting:     To  a  certain  extent  it  is. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  1  should  object  to  that,  going  into  the  campaign 
in  September  and  October,  with  Mr.  Reynolds. 

Senator  Husting:  Well,  I  will  state  the  purpose.  The  pur- 
pose was  to  make  a  comparison — 
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Mr.  Ingalls:  He  is  a  member  of  the  assembly  and  it  is  not 
within  the  scope  of  this,  and  I  object  to  it,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman:      What  is  the  purpose? 

Senator  Husting:  The  purpose  was  to  show  what  his  ex- 
penses were  in  the  two  months  later  as  compared  with  the  pri- 
mary expenses,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  [ngalls:     I  think  that  is  immaterial. 

Senator  Husting:  I  will  withdraw  the  question,  it  any  mem- 
ber objects  to  it. 

Q.   Now.  did  you  make  any  primary  campaign,  Mr.  Reynolds? 

A.   For  myself  ? 

Q.   Yes. 

A.   No,  my  friends  did  that. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  opposition? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  opposed  yon  in  the  primaries? 

A.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Frank  Wellaver,  and  another  man 
by  the  name  of — I  forget  his  name.  French  name,  Peter1 — I  for- 
get his  name. 

().  Did  yon  go  throughout  the  county  on  your  own  behalf  on 
these  primary  campaigns  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Where  were  you  during  the  months  of  July  and  August? 

A.  Well,  the  month  of  August,  yes,  the  month  of  August  I 
did. 

Q.  You  had  no  expenses,  though? 

A.  Well,  of  course  I  had  my  own  expenses,  it  cost  me  consid- 
erable to  go  around,  hut  other  people  attended  to  my  paper,  of 
course  1  couldn't  go  around  the  county  without  it  costing  me  con- 
siderable— of  course  I  did. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  hie  a  statement  on  that? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Well,  that  is  what  I  asked  you  before.  Now,  what  was 
the  amount  of  your  primary  campaign  and  where  is  it  filed?     . 

A.  I  didn't  divide  the  thing  at  all.  I  spent  $7-")  for  my  elec- 
tion expenses  in  all.  and  that's  all  I  know  about  it. 

Q.  Including  th<  primary— does  that  include  your  primary 
expense  also  .' 

A.  I  don't  consider  T  had  any  expenses  at   the  primary. 
Q.  I  am  just  asking  you  now.     You  said  you   were  all   over 


2^0      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

the  county  in  August.     Didn't  you  have  any  i  xpenses  in  August 
in  your  own    primary  campaign? 

A.  After  the  papers  was  filed,  campaign  papers  was  filed, 
nomination  papers,  why,  then  1  went  around  the  county  in  my 
own  behalf. 

Q.  Well,  that  is  what  I  am  getting  at,  Now,  what  was  the  ex- 
pense that  you  wenl  to?  How  much  did  it  cost  you  to  make 
your  own  campaign   for  nomination   at  the  primaries? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Now.  how  is  that  material.'  That  is  his  own 
individual  campaign;  hasn't  any  relation  to  the  other  matter, 
which  has  been  very  exhaustingly  gone  into. 

Senator  Busting:  I  think  it  is  very  material  as  bearing  upon 
the  question  of  whether  he  was  using  this  money,  the  $180. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     I  think  he  has  covered  that  thoroughly. 

Senator  Husting:  1  am  trying  to  differentiate.  I  am  trying 
to  be  fair  with  the  witness.  I  am  trying  to  find  out  whether  he 
had  any  private  expensi  for  his  own  primary  campaign,  or 
whether  it  must,  as  a  matter  of  course,  be  covered  by  this  $180. 

The  Chairman:  It  would  seem  to  me  that  that  would  be 
material. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  If  there  is  any  purpose  in  it.. I  won't  make  any 
objection.     What   is  the   question,   Mr.   Reporter.' 

(Question   read). 

A.  1  couldn't  say  .just  how  much  my  expenses  was.  I  didn't 
keep  any  memorandum  of  it. 

0.  And  filed  no  statement? 

A.  I  filed  a  statement. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  He  don't  say  that.  He  says  he  filed  a  state- 
ment and  that  was  included  in  it. 

Senator  Husting:     You  can  object  if  you  wish  to  but— 

Mr.  Ingalls:  (interrupting)  I  don't  care  to  object,  but  this 
examination  seems  to  be  endless,  travelling  over  the  same  road. 

continuously. 

Witness:     Oh.  it  don't  make  any  difference.     I  can  stand  it. 
Air.  Ingalls:     Ton  can  maybe,  but  at  this  rate  we  will  be  here 

a  month. 

Senator  Husting:  I  propose  to  get  the  truth  from  Mr. 
Reynolds  I  wish  he  would  explain  whether  he  filed  the  state- 
ment for  his  primary  expenses,  if  he  had  any.  and  if  so.  how 
much. 
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A.  I  c;m 'i  tell.  I  can't  answer  thai  question  al  all,  because 
ii  eosl  me  something  to  go  around  the  county,  of  course,  in 
August,  and  I  filed  $7.")  expenses  for  all  through,  wliai  ii  eosl 
me  to  gel  elected,  my  expenses  going  around. 

Q.  Thai    includes  the   primary   and   the  genera]   election? 

A.  Now,  I  waul  ii  understood  thai  ii  didn'1  eosl  me  anything 
at  all  in  circulate  mj   papers. 

(L>.  I  am  nol  speaking  of  thai.  .Mr.  Reynolds,  I  am  speaking 
of  your  entire  primary  campaign  ami  nomination? 

A.  Thai   is  right. 

The  Chairman:      Anyone  else  wish   to  ask  any  * ( 1 1 < ->-i  !uih  . 

By  Mr.  Whitman  : 

<v_>.  Yon  say  thai  the  Stephenson  men  were  againsl  you  in  that 
pi  imary  campaign  . 

A.  Yes,  Mr.  Minor  was  against  mi  .  and  he  linked  up  with 
Senator  Stephenson.  Yes,  he  was  against  me.  I  appeared  in 
Brussels  they  had  a  meeting  in  the  hall  at  Brussels,  ami  I  asked 
the  privilege  of  speaking  there  in  my  own  behalf  ami  they  had 
the  hall   rented  and  they  didn't  want  to  give  it  to  me. 

<u>.  Did  you  get  these  lithographs  from  .Mr.  Stephenson  at 
your  requesl  or  were  they  sent  to  yon  by  him  voluntarily  with 
a   request   from  him  that  you  plac<    them  out  .' 

A.  No.  1  wrote  them.  I  think  1  told  you  this  forenoon  T  wrote 
them  in  this  way.  that  Cook's  lithographs  had  possession  of  all 
the  saloons  in  Door  county,  that  is  the  way  i  wrote  it;  then  they 
sent  me  a  large  bundle  of  lithographs. 

Q.  In  response  to  your  requesl  .' 

A.  Yes— T  think  so. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.  Mr.  Keynolds,  you  said.  I  believe,  that  you  had  circulated 
ninny  nomination  papers  since  the  primary  election   law.' 

A.  Yes.  they  sent  me  Generally  on  an  average  of  seven  or 
eight  or  ti  n  every  time  there  was  an  election — they  have. 

Q.  'Were  you  ever  paid  before  for  circulating  papers1 

A.   T  never  was  paid  a   cent. 

Q.  Did  you  fee]  at  all  resentful  toward  any  of  the  parties 
for  whom  you  circulated  papers  because  they  didn't  pay  you? 

A.  Xo.  not  a  hit.     T  think  T  would  rather  they  Avouldn't.  and 
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[  would  have  a  call  on  them  just  as  I  have  on  other  men,  and 
when  I  wanted  my  own  papers  circulated  those  fellows  when  1 
call  on  them  I  know  they  will  return  the  compliment. 

Q.  Had  you  circulated  Senator  Stephenson's  papers  before 
he  paid  you  anything? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  reason  to  exped  thai  he  was  going  to 
pay  you  anything  before  you  circulated  his  papers? 

A.  Well,  I  thought  he  would  from  the  way  he  wrote;  when 
I  found  out  that  he  wanted  me  to  go  through  tin  county  and  gel 
the  names,  get  the  names  of  the  people  of  the  county.  I  made 
up  my  mind  that   Stephenson   was  going  to  pay  me. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  he  said  he  was  going  to  pay 
vou  for  getting  the  names? 

A.  I  know  he  didn't  say  it. 

Q.  But  you  had  the  impression? 

A.  I  had  the  impression,  yes. 

Q.  If  he  hadn't  paid  you  anything,  would  you  have  felt  re- 
sentful  toward   him? 

A.  Not  a  bit.     I  think  I  would  have  liked  it  just   as  well. 

Q.  You  have  been  supporting  Mr.  Stephenson  in  the  joinl 
sessions,  have  you.  upstairs? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  would  have  supported  him  if  he  hadn't 
paid  you  ! 

A.  You  are  right   T   would,  yes,   sir. 

Q.  At  the  time  he  paid  you  the  $80  did  you  think  he  was 
going  to  send  you  anything  more?  Did  he  say  anything  to  in- 
dicate that  he  would  send  you  more? 

A.  No,  not  a  word. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  he  sent  you  the  $100  before  or 
after  the  primary  election — that  is,  before  or  after  September 
1st? 

A.   It  was  after  the  primary  election  he  sent  it  to  me. 

Q.  You  didn't  know  it  was  coming  until  you  got  it? 

A.  Xo.  I  didn't  know  nothing  at  all. 

Q.   Hid  you  ask  for  it? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Then  at  the  time  you  were  posting  his  bills  and  circulating 
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his  lithographs  in  saloons  and  other  places  and  spending  money, 
you  didn't  know  thai  the  other  hundred  dollars  was  coming? 

A.   No,  no — nor,  I  didn't  care. 

<t>.    I  )id  ymi  expect  it  was  coming  .' 

A.  No.  I  would  spend  more  than  that  myself. 

Q.  Then  did  yon  think  you  were  spending  your  own  money  '! 

A.     Yes. 

Q.  The  $80  had  been  spent  at  the  time  you  posted  the  litho- 
graphs? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

<x).    Then  you  though!   you  were  spending  your  own   money.' 

A.  Yes.  Well,  T  was  using  my  credit  most  of  the  time.  It  is 
all  the  same. 

Q.  This  four  days  with  a  man  and  a  horse,  when  was  that,  in 
•Inly? 

A.  That  was  the  first  part  of  duly — just  when  I  went  out 
first ! 

Q.  Had  you  spent  the  $80  that  he  had  given  you  before  you 
circulated  the  lithographs? 

A.  Oh.  yes.  ;i  great  deal  more  than  that. 

Q.  I  mean,  for  him  ? 

A.   Yes.  more  than  that. 

Q.   You  spent  it  in  his  behalf? 

A.    Yes. 

Q.  Had  you  spent  the  $80  in  his  behalf  before  you  announce,! 
your  own  candidacy  .' 

A.  1  spent.  I  think,  $80  before  I  announced  my  own  candi- 
dacy. 

Q.   In  his  behalf? 

A.  Xow,  I  sent  out  my  papers,  I  want  you  to  understand  me 
right. — I  sent  out  my  papers  to  my  friends,  my  nomination 
papers,  and  I  knew  if  I  didn't  want  to— if  it  was  so  in  our  busi- 
ness that  I  couldn't  come  to  the  legislature  I  was  going  to  let 
Wellaver  have  it.  his  papers  was  out  too;  then  after  my  nomina- 
tion papers  was  filed  why,  we  got  so  we  managed  our  "business  so 
that  we  could  come,  then  I  went  in  the  race. 

Q.  You  don't  know  just  when  that  was? 

A.  I  forget. 

Q.  Had  you  spent  the  $80  Mr.  Stephenson  had  given  you  in 
Mr.  Stephenson's  behalf  at  the  time  you  decided  to  become  a 


274      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [NVESTIGATIQN. 

candidate,  at  the  time  thai  you  decided  for  sure  thai  you  were, 
going  in  be  a  candidate  .' 

A.  I  spent  it  long  before  that. 

Q.  And  yon  didn't  know  any  more  was  coming? 

A.  Why,  that  $80  went  in  about  ten  days. 

Q.  Well,  1  say.  yim  didn't  know  any  more  was  coming  a1  the 
time  you  became  a  candidate — that  any  more  money  was  com- 
ing from  Mr.  Stephenson  .' 

A.  No. 

Q.  And  you  didn't  expect  any  more? 

A.  No. 

<v).  Then  when  you  wenl  around  the  county  oh  your  own  be- 
half you  thought  you  were  spending  your  own  money? 

A.  Yes. 

By  Senator  Husting : 

Q.  You  testified  before,  Mr.  Reynolds,  that  the  men  you 
treated  in  the  saloons  thought  you  were  spending  Stephenson's 
money  ? 

A.  They  appeared  to  think  so. 

Q.  And  you  thought  you  were  spending  your  own  ? 

A.  Well,  when  I  spent  my  own  I  knew  it. 

Q.  Did  that  include  the  $80  you  got  from  Mr.  Stephenson  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman:  Is  there  anything  further?  If  not,  you  are 
excused.  If  you  will  just  get  those  letters  we  have  called  for, 
:get  them  to  us  as  early  as  possible. 

Mr.  Reynolds:     Yes,  sir. 


II.  A.  J.  Upham,  being  first  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

(Examined  by  Senator  Morris.) 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  Mr.  Chairman,  before  we  proceed  further 
in  this  investigation,  I  would  like  to  make  a  motion  and  have  it 
entered  on  the  minutes.  I  consented  without  objection  to  the 
examination  of  the  candidates  in  the  order  that  the  committee 
determined.  The  investigation  of  the  candidates  is  now  closed. 
Mr.  Reynolds -was  examined  at  his  request  this  morning,  being 
a    member  of  the  legislature.     I   consider  that    in   one  manner 
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ti,j,t  one  phase  of  the  investigation  has  come  to  a  close,  and  I 
would  like  to  read  into  the  record  a1  this  time  pari  of  the  resolu- 
tion. 

The  Chairman:     This  is  in   the   record  already,  this  resolu- 
tion, I  suppose.     Still  if  you  wish  to  read  it — 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  would  like  to  read  it  in  again: 

"Whereas,  Certain  charges  have  been  made  relating  to  al- 
leged corrupl  and  unlawful  use  of  money  by  candidates  for 
nomination  to  the  office  of  United  States  senator  in  the  Ias1 
primary  campaign  and  primary  election;  and 

"Whereas,  An  investigation  should  be  had  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  the  facts  with  reference  to  such  corrupt 
and  unlawful  acts:  now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  senate,  the  assembly  concurring,  Thai  a 
committee  consisting  of  three  members  of  the  senate  and  five 
members  of  the  assembly  be  appointed  by  the  presiding  of- 
ficers of  each  house,  respectively,  as  a  joint  committee  to  in- 
vestigate fully,  thoroughly  and  fairly  into  the  manner,  means 
and  methods  by  which  the  last  primary  campaign  is  claimed 
to  have  been  corruptly  or  unlawfully  conducted,  and  every 
charge  of  corrupt  or  unlawful  conduct  or  ads  on  the  pari 
of  any  candidate  for  United  States  senator  in  the  lasl 
primary  campaign  and  primary  election:  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  committee  shall  have  the  righl  to 
employ  stenographers,"  etc. 

Part  of  the  records  of  this  committee  or  part  of  the  pro- 
ceedings leading  up  to  that  resolution  were  charges  that  were 
specifically  made  in  the  senate  by  Senator  Blaine  of  Boscobel,  al- 
leging sixteen  specific  acts  of  corruption.  I  was  in  hopes  that 
this  might  he  determined  without  friction  on  the  part  of  the 
committee  and  have  these  charges  brought  forth  and  the  name 
of  the  informant  given  to  this  committee,  so  that  we  might 
facilitate  the  subpoenaing  of  witness.-,  but  unfortunately  tie- 
committee  could  not  agree  and  an  ulterior  motive  was  insinuated 
in  my  bringing  up  the  matter,  which  I  regret  very  much.  My 
only  purpose  in  doing  it  was  to  facilitate  the  business  of  the 
committee  and  I  would  move  at  this  time  that  Senator  Blaine 
be  asked  to  come  to  the  stand  and  testify  and  give  this  committee 
the  benefit  of  whatever  information  he  may  have  at  this  time 
with  reference  to  the  specific  charges  he  publicly  alleged  in  the 
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senate  of  the  stale  of  Wisconsin  and  which  axe  set  forth  in  de- 
tail on  pages  74,  7o,  76  and  77  of  the  senate  journal. 

The  Chairman:  The  copy  of  the  resolution  that  I  have  here 
reads  just  slightly  different  from  yours.  What  are  the  first  two 
words  ? 

Mr.  Hambreeht:    I  have  the  committee  on  conference 
The  Chairman:     You  read  •'Whereas,  certain  charges  have 
been  made." 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  AVell,  if  I  did.  I  misspoke  then.  I  would 
like  to  have  that  stricken  out.  "Whereas,  Charges  have  been 
made."     It  was  done  inadvertently. 

The  Chairman:  The  committee  I  think  understands  the  sit- 
uation. It  was  decided  by  a  unanimous  vote  of  the  committee 
at  an  executive  session  that  the  witnesses  to  be  examined  to- 
day, so  far  as  we  could  reach  them,  would  be  Mr.  Edmonds,  Mr. 
Upham  and  others.  Then  today,  noon,  at  an  executive  session. 
an  effort  was  made  to  in  effect  to  reconsider  that  action.  It 
resulted  in  a  tie  vote.  In  view  of  that  fact  I  assume  that  the 
motion  at  this  time  is  out  of  order.  I  may  lie  wrong  about 
that. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  May  I  call  your  attention  to  the  vote  that 
was  had  ?  If  I  am  wrong  I  will  be  glad  to  lie  corrected.  The 
motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Bray  that  the  witnesses  be  examined 
in  their  order,  rather  than  this  motion  that  I  made.  I  am  not 
making  the  same  motion  that  was  made  in  the  executive  session. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Now,  whatever  happened  in  the  executive 
session.  I  don't  think  it  to  be  publicly  argued  here,  so  that  it 
wouldn't  go  farther,  so  that  we  wouldn't  feel  free  at  all  time-; 
to  handle  the  matter  in  executive  sessions.  I  don't  mean  to 
cut  you  off,  but  if  the  argument  is  to  be  made  I  believe  we 
ought  to  go  into  executive  session  again. 

The  Chairman:  I  assumed  that  the  matter  had  been  settled 
in  executive  session,  but  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  doesn't  seem 
to  have  been,  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  state  what  occurred  there. 

Mr.  Hambreeht  :  That  is  why  I  made  the  remark  that  I  did. 
as  to  my  version  of  what  occurred  there. 

Mr.  Whitman  :    I  understand  the  reason  for  both  . 

The  Chairman  :  Of  course,  the  matter  having  been  thrashed 
out  in  there  and  a  tie  vote  resulting,  I  assumed  that  we  then- 
have  to  proceed  in  accordance  with  the  unanimous  vote  that 
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had  taken  place  a1  a  previous  session.  Now.  of  course,  if  the 
members  of  the  committee  wish  to  go  into  executive  session.  I 
will  entertain  a  motion  to  that  effect,  but  otherwise  I  think  we 
should  proceed  with  the  examination  as  voted  before. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  In  that  ease  my  motion  would  be  out  of 
carder. 

The  Chairman  :     I   think  so. 

Mr.  Bray:  Mr.  Chairman,  inasmuch  as  the  vote  is  a  tie  vote 
and  there  doesn't  seem  to  he  an.v  indication  that  we  have 
changed  our  ideas.  1  move  that  we  proceed  with  the  examina- 
tion of  Mr.  I'phani.  if  you  so  desire. 

The  Chairman:  That  will  be  taken  as  the  sense  of  the  com- 
mittee unless  a  vote  is  taken  otherwise.  Senator  Morris,  will 
.you  examine  Mr.  Upham? 

Witness  examined  by  Senator  Morris: 

Q.  You  reside  in  Milwaukee.  Mr.  Upham.' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Of  what  law  firm  are  you  a  member? 

A.  Of  Carey,  Upham  &  Black,  and  E.  M.  Hyzer. 

Q.  Has  your  firm  been  attorneys  for  Mr.  Stephenson  at  any 
time .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

■Q.  Are  you  now  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Stephenson's  account  of 
campaign  expenses  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state  was  pre- 
pared in  your  office? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  it  was  prepared. 

Q.  Do  you  know.  Mr.  Upham.  who  prepared  that  account? 

A.  1  think  I  do. 

Q.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  .' 

A.  The  account,  giving  the  total  113  thousand  and  some  odd 

or  111  thousand  and  some  odd,  I  can't  tell  exactly,  was  given 

to  me  by  Mr.  Saekett  with  the  help  of  others,  and  Mr.  Edmonds. 
and  Mr.  Puelicher.  those  three.  That  was  the  total  given  to 
me.  I  was  not  willing  to  have  Senator  Stephenson  sign  that 
without  I  had  personally  verified  it.  for  the  reason  that  I  have 
been  his  confidential  attorney  for  ten  or  fifteen  years  or  more 
past,  and  I  wanted  to  see  the  exact  evidences  that  made  up  this 
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Ill  thousand  dollars  and  odd  amount.  I  demanded  from  Mr. 
Puelicher  whal  he  did.  My  recollection  i-;  In*  gave  me  three 
checks,  cancelled  checks,  signed  by  Mr.  Stephenson,  drawn  on 
Marshal]  &  Qsley's  bank,  my  recollection  is  amounting  1<>  ;d)Qut 
lil'ty.  I  think  exactly,  fifty  thousand  dollars.  He  had  nothing 
further  to  give  me  definite,  I  therefore  went  to  Marinette  and 
go1  Mr.  Stephenson's  check  hooks  to  sec  what  I  could  find  there, 
and  1  go1  from  Miss  Stringham,  his  secretary,  the  check  hooks 
and  went  over  then  carefully  and  go1  the  cancelled  checks 
shown  in  an  exhibit  on    the    typewriter.     1    had  a    memoraa- 

dum.     I  gave  them  t y  partner,  Mr.  Black,  he  had  them  on 

a  typewriter.  I  went  to  Mr.  Harry  Brown,  the  cashier  of 
the  Stephenson  National  bank,  and  got  from  him  the  amount 
that  he  had  expended,  which  was  about  seven  hundred.  I  think, 
and  ninety-two  dollars,  which  he  said  he  paid  to  Mr.  Van  Cleve, 
taking  it  out  of  the  rents  that  he  had  collected  for  Senator 
Stephenson.  I  got  from  Senator  Stephenson  the  amount  that 
he  said  he  had  paid  individually,  that  he  paid  out  to  Mr.  Rey- 
nolds, $180,  and  there  was  another  man^— 

Q.  Greenwood  .' 

A.  Greenwood,  1  think,  $12.").  I  don't  carry  those  figures  in 
my  head.  If  you  want  the  exact  amount,  I  would  like  to  have 
the  statement  to  refer  to.  I  found  no  evidences  whatever,  or 
any  memorandum  where  those  sums  came  from.  I  put  those 
down  because  Senator  Stephenson  said  he  paid  out  those 
amounts.  I  brought  all  those  memorandums  down,  and  gave 
them  to  Mr.  Black,  my  partner,  and  he  prepared  that  state- 
ment. I  was  satisfied  that  $111,000  was  the  eorreel  amount; 
and  I  approved  of  Senator  Stephenson  swearing  to  it.  The 
other  part  of  the  statement,  the  disbursements,  were  furnished 
by  Mr.  Sackett,  Mr.  Edmonds  and  the  others.  I  know  nothing 
about  them. 

Q.  Who  made  the  calculation  of  the  items,  yourself,  or  your 
partner,  Mr.  Black? 

A.  This  $111,000? 

Q.    Yes. 

A.   I  made  that. 

Q.  You  made  the  calculation  yourself? 

A.  Well.  I  got  the  check's  that  were  afterwards  produced  by 
Senator  Stephenson. 
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<c>.  \'i,]\  made  thai  from  the  items  furnished  you  1 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

t^.  Bui  you  made  the  computation,  and  no1  Mr.  Black? 

A.  Well,  the  computation  makes  itself.  I  go1  the  items. 
You  merely  add  them  up  .' 

Q.  You  made  the  addition,  and  ool  Mr.  Black? 

A.  Yes.  1  made  the  addition  of  those,  certainly.  I  go1  the 
items  in  a  string  there. 

<v>.    When  was  t  hat  done  .' 

A.  My  recollection  is  thai  was  done  on  .Monday.  I  would 
have  to  gel  a  calendar  to  gel  the  exact  dale:  Monday  morning, 
or  Monday. 

<L>.  Last  \\  eek,  or  t  his  week  ? 

A.  No;  signed  the  same  day.  my  recollection  is. 

Q.  Thai  would  lie  Monday  of  last  week,  then  .' 

A.  Yes.  a  week  ago.  1  would  like  a  calendar,  if  you  wanl 
nie  to  give  the  exact  date.  T  think  it  was  the  same  day  it  was — 
i  newspaper  copy  of  Senator  Stephenson's  statement  shown  the 
witness  I. 

Q.  Monday  was  the  8th,  I  think. 

Mr.   Whitman:      A   week  ago   Monday   was  The  8th. 

A.  If  it  was  the  8th  day  of  February  I  think  it  was  Monday. 
February  8th,  I  think,  as  Ave  agree  to  that. 

Q.  February  8th? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  Mr.  Stephenson  swore  to  the  ac- 
count ? 

A.  Thai  same  day.  I  was  present  when  he  swore  to  it.  I 
got  the  notary. 

Q.  That  would  be  on  the  8th? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Avhen  the  accounl  was  filed  .' 

A.  Well,  it  was  filed  later.  T  only  know  by  newspaper  re- 
port, and  by  being  informed  by  other  people,  when  it  was  filed. 

Q.  That  was  on  Friday  .' 

A.  I  don't  know:  I  wouldn't  state.  It  was  filed  several  days 
afterward. 

Q.  What  did  yon  do  with  the  account  after  Mr.  Stephenson 
had  signed  it? 

A.  I  mailed  it  to  Mr.  Edmonds.     That  is  my  recollection.     I 
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sealed  it  and  I  mailed  it  to  Mr.  Edmonds  here  in  .Madison:  at 
.Madison,  addressed  to  him  at  the  Park  Hotel. 

Q.  What  direction  did  you  give  him  with  reference  to  it.' 

A.   I. didn't  give  any. 

Q.  Did  not  enclose  any  letter  at  all  .' 

A.  No,  sir.  That  is  my  recollection.  1  am  very  sure  1  did 
not. 

Q.  1  understood  you  to  say  that  you  went  to  Marinette  1" 
look  up  the  accounts  there  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  did  you  see  there  in  regard  to  the  account? 

A.  I  saw  Miss  Stringham  and  Harry  Brown. 

Q.  Was  Senator  Stephenson  there  at  that  time  .' 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Miss  Stringham  is  the  senator's  secretary.' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  made  the  selection  of  the  checks  \ 

A.  Why,  I  should  say  we  both  did.  That  is,  I  think  she  had 
them  picked  out.  so  as  to  facilitate  it.  and  I  went  through  them 
carefully.     I  read  through  the  check  book. 

Q.   You  mean  the  stubs  .' 

A.  The  stubs. 

Q.  Was  there  memoranda  on  the  stubs  which  would  indicate 
for  what  purpose  the  check  was  issued  \ 

A.  I  wouldn't  say  positive  about  that.  1  wouldn't  say.  In 
some  cases  not. 

O.  Were  other  checks  drawn  from  the  same  check  book  right 
along"? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  find  out  is  how  you.  or  Miss  Stringham,  or 
both  of  you,  differentiated  the  checks  that  properly  belonged  to 
the  campaign,  and  the  checks  that  did  not? 

A.   Well,  I  used  my  best  judgment,  guided  by  her  judgment. 

<  I  Yi  u  have  no  way  now  of  knowing  whether  your  judgment 
was  correct  or  not  r 

A.   I  believe  it  was. 

O.   My  question  is:      Have  you  any  way  of  knowing? 

A.  Nothing  except  what  1  acted  on  at  the  time;  comparing 
them  with  the  report-,  what  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Puelicher  and 
Mr.  Sackett  stated.     I  compared  them  with  those. 
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Q.  Now,  when  you  called  on  Mr.  Brown  at  the  bank,  what 
items  did  \  i  m  gel  fr<  im  him  ? 

A.  Simply  the  one  item  of  some  $792  that  he  paid  Mr.  Van 
Cleve. 

Q.  And  the  only  data  or  information  you  bad  with  reference 
to  thai  is  what  Mr.  Brown  told  you,  I  suppose? 

A.  Yes,  that  is  all;  and  the  corroboration  of  Miss  Stringham 
that  they  bad  some  taken  out  of  the  rent-.  He  bad  a  report,  or 
something,  that  showed  that  he  bad  taken  that  out  of  the  rents. 
If  he  hadn't  taken  it  oul  of  the  rents  there  would  have  been  that 
much  more  money  to  have  been  paid  to  Senator  Stephenson,  lie 
collects  tl  e  rent. 

Q.  You  don't  know  anything  about  what  that  money  was  used 
for? 

A.  No,  |  don't  know  anything  about  that.  He  said  he  paid  it 
to  Van  Cleve. 

Q.  Xow.  the  items  that  you  got  from  Edmonds  were  items 
that  you  did  not  investigate  on  your  own  account  in  any  way; 
you  took  Mir.   Edmond's  word   for  it? 

A.  Why,  1  was  merely  getting'  at  in  this  the  total  amount  that 
Mr.  Stephenson  paid  out;  and  that  corresponded,  h  would  be  a 
receipt  by  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.  And  that  was  true  in  regard  to  all  of  these  items? 

A.   Yes,  this  $111,000. 

Q.   Yon  have  no  personal  knowledge? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  was  anxious  that  Senator  Stephenson  should 
swear  to  the  exact  amount,  and  I  wanted  to  get  it  as  near  as  1 
possibly  could. 

Q.  And  so  far  as  you  know  now.  the  account,  as  finally  made 
up.  represented  all  the  disbursements  made  by  Senator  Steph- 
enson ? 

A.  All  that  it  appeared  that  he  had  paid  out. 

Q.  Since  making  out  the  account  have  you  learned  of  any 
i  itb.er  disbursements  ? 

A.   No,  I  have  not  seen  anything  since. 

0-  Were  these  items,  or  any  of  them,  explained  to  Senator 
Stephenson  at  the  time  when  he  swore  to  the  account?  That  is, 
did  you  explain  them  to  him? 

A.  Why.  yes. 

O.  He  understood  the  items? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Morris:      1  think  that  is  all  J   care  to  ask  the  witness. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Had  you  assisted,  prior  to  that  time,  in  getting-  together 
any  items  of  Senator  Stephenson's  campaign  expenses  in  the 
form  of  an  account  ? 

A.  Well,  now,  gentlemen,  allow  me  to  suggest  this:  Von 
place  me  in  a  very  embarrassing  position.  Now,  I  want  to  be 
frank  and  tell  anything  that  I  ought  to  tell,  and  at  the  same  time 
I  do  not  want  to  violate  the  laws  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  and 
I  do  not  think  you  want  me  to.  I  have  been  the  confidential  at- 
torney for  Senator  Stephenson  for  ten  or  fifteen  years,  and  the 
law  prohibits  me  from  divulging  communications  between  client 
and  attorney ;  and  it  seems  to  me  this  question  you  are  now  ask- 
ing me  comes  up  to  that.  Of  course,  things  that  I  can  say  that 
have  taken  place,  for  instance,  if  I  ride  on  a  railroad  train  that 
is  not  professional  employment.  If  I  make  an  account,  that  is 
not ;  but  now  you  are  leading  up  to  things  that  seem  to  me  to 
come  in  the  nature  of  transactions  between  client  and  attorney, 
and  I  feel  embarrassed. 

O.  Of  course,  we  cannot  determine  that  for  ourselves,  and  it 
is  for  yen  to  determine,  I  assume,  whether  that  would  be  in  the 
nature  of  revealing  a  confidential  communication. 

A.  Well,  I  feel  it  would. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  this:  Who  prepared  the  form  of  this  affi- 
davit which  accompanied  the  account  of  these  campaign  expenses 
which  was  finally  filed? 

A.  I  think  I  read  in  the  paper  that  Mr.  Hyzer  publicly  stated 
that  he  did,  here.     I  read  that  in  the  paper. 

O.  I  don't  ask  you,  unless  you  know.  I  didn't  know  but  you 
prepared  it. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     No;  he  said  Mr.  Hyzer  says  he  prepared  it. 

(  ).   You  did  not  prepare  it  yourself? 

A.   I  knew  about  it.     Mr.  Hyzer  prepared  it,  but  I  saw  it. 

0.   Was  it  prepared  tinder  your  supervision? 

A.  Well.  1  don't  know  how  to  answer  that.  Mr.  Hyzer  pre- 
pared it.  and  I  saw  it.  I  don't  think  it  was  prepared  under  my 
supervision.  No,  I  wouldn't  say  that.  I  think  Mr.  Hyzer  su- 
pervises his  own  affairs. 

Q.  Can  you  state  whether  or  not  it  was  the  intent  to  prepare 
an  affidavit  which  should  put  Senator  Stephenson  under  oath  to 
the  effect  that  the  items  mentioned  in  that   statement  were  the 
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only  items  and  expenditures  which   he  made  during  thai   ram 
paign  ? 

A.  Now,  gentlemen,  I  think  you  arc  asking  questions  that  I 
•ought    not   to  answer.     I    should    like   to   deal    with   everything 

openly  and  frankly,  but  1  think  I  would  be  disgraced  in  the  eyes 
of  the  bar  and  the  community,  if  I  should,  after  having  occupied 
the  confidential  relation-  I  have  with  Senator  Stephenson,  dis- 
close any  of  these  transactions. 

<Q.  I  appreciate  that.  Mr.  Upham,  and  I  do  not  urge  it  at  all 
when  it  comes  to  a  point  where  you  feel  that  you  oughl  not  to 
reply. 

A.  I  want  to  he  perfectly  frank,  as  a  public  matter. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  Senator  Stephenson  was  when  you 
■went  to  Marinette  to  get  together  these  items.' 

A.   He  was  in  Milwaukee. 

Q.  When  he  gave  you  these  items  which  he  himself  had  paid 
out,  that  is,  Senator  Stephenson,  did  he  give  them  to  you  from 
memory,  or  did  he  take  them  from  some  written  memorandum 
of  some  kind? 

A.  He  gave  them  from  memory.  I  tried  to  get  something 
definite,  and  I  could  not.  That  is  the  only  thing  I  could  get, 
.and  I  put  it  down. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  That  same  day. 

Q.  That  is  a  week  or  two  ago  .' 

A.  That  is  Monday,  or  Sunday;  along  in  that  time. 

Q-  Was  that  before  you  went  to  Marinette,  or  after  you  came 
back  ? 

A.  Well,  both  times.  That  is.  I  saw  him  before  T  went  to 
Marinette,  and  T  saw  him  when  I  returned  from  Marinette. 

Q.  After  going  through  those  checks  and  vouchers  at  Mari- 
nette, for  the  purpose  of  preparing  this  account  for  Senator 
Stephenson  to  swear  to.  you  are  not  now  able  to  state  whether  or 
not  the  stubs  indicated  the  purposes  for  which  those  cheeks  were 
drawn  ? 

A.  I  doubt  whether  it  does.  I  don't  think,  right  on  the  stubs, 
it  indicates  it. 

Q.  Therefore,  so  far  as  you  know,  whoever  gave  you  the  in- 
formation, whether  it  was  Miss  Stringham  or  anyone  else,  she 
or  he  had  to  rely  upon  her  memory  in  determining  whether  or 
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not  those  particular  checks  were  for  campaign  purposes  or  not. 
Is  that  true? 

A.  Senator  Stephenson  had  pretty  definite  ideas  what  the 
total  was,  about;  and  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Sacketl  and  Puelieher 
had  definite  ideas  pretty  near  how  much,  money  had  been  re- 
ceived; but  I  wanted  to  verify  it. 

(.,).  And  did  yon  go  up  there  and  simply  hunt  out  enough 
cheeks  to  make  up  the  amount  they  had  given  you.' 

A.  No.  I  could  tell  by  the  names  of  some  of  the  parties.  I 
am  pretty  familiar  with  the  senator's  business,  and  Ids  affairs; 
and  ABiss  Stringham  is  too. 

Q.  You  could  tell  something',  by  the  names  of  the  parties, 
whether  or  not  they  had  been  issued  for  campaign  purposes? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  so.     I  have  some  idea. 

Q.  Some  of  them  were  drawn  to  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  were  they 
not? 

A.  Some  of  these  for  the  campaign,  yes.  sir. 

Q.  He  is  a  banker  ? 

A.  lie  is  president  of  the  Stephenson  National  Bank. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  to  indicate  that  a  check  drawn  to  Mr. 
Van  Cleve  must  have  been,  or  must  not  have  been,  for  cam- 
paign purposes? 

A.  We  took  all  there  was  of  that  kind. 

Q.  All  checks  that  were  drawn  to  Mr.  Van  Cleve? 

A.  I  should  think  so,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  whenever  you  found  a  check  drawn  to  Mr.  Van 
Cleve— 

A.  (interrupting)  I  put  that  down.  Finding  it  to  Puelieher 
or  Van  Cleve  or  Edmonds,  or  Saekett,  that  was  campaign 
money,  and  we  would  not  have  questioned  it. 

Q.  And  if  you  found  them  drawn  to  some  other  person? 

A.  If  I  found  them  drawn  to  Lauermann.  a  merchant  there,  I 
did  not  put  it  down. 

Q.  I  suppose  you  found  some  drawn  to  men  whom  you  are 
not  acquainted  with? 

A.   Yes.  some  employes.     Then  I  think  I  asked  or  inquired. 

Q.  I  suppose  you  found  some  of  them  drawn  in  favor  of  men 
you  are  not  acquainted  with? 

A.  Yes.  but  I  think  I  inquired  of  Miss  Stringham  who  they 
were.     If   I    found   any  to   Patrick   I   put    it   down   to   Patrick. 
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There  was  some  drawn  to  Patrick,  1  think,  some  checks.  I 
put  them  down  with  the  others. 

(^.   For  campaign  expenses  .' 

A.   Yes,  sir.     Mr.  Patrick  was  nut  there,  and  he  may  repudiate 

thi  •..     !  don't  know;  but   I  exercised  my  besl  judgment. 

Q.  \\  as  thai  the  method  yon  followed,  when  yon  were  in  doubl 
you  put  them  down  as  campaign  expenses? 

A.  Yes,  sir.     Mr.    Patrick   has  a   check   there   for  $190,   and 

there  was  some  discussion  that  he  hadn't  had  that  money.  I 
says  ""I  don't  know  anything  about  i1  ;  there  is  a  cheek  to 
Patrick  for  $190;  if  he  hasn't  go1  thai  meney  it  is  for  him  to 
deny  it.  or  show  what   he  did  with  it." 

Q.  Then  yon  think  there  was  nothing  on  the  check  or  on  the 
stub  to  indicate  whether  or  not  the  check  was  issued  for  cam- 
paign  purposes' 

A.  I  think  not  ;  Inii  I  am  not  sure.  That  did  not  eu1  so  much 
figure  with  me.     There  might  be,  and  might  not;  I  wouldn'1  say. 

Q.  Can  yon  recall  now  how  many  different  cheek  books  yon 
examined  .' 

A.  Well,  they  were  either  on  the  Corn  Exchange  Bank  or  the 
Stephenson  National  Bank.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  check 
book  on  Marshall  &  Ilsley's  bank.  I  cannot  recall  any  stubs: 
but  we  examined  the  cheek  books  of  the  Corn  Exchange  Bank 
and  the  Stephenson  National  Bank.  There  were  three  checks 
there  drawn  on  Marshall  &  Ilsley's.  I  don't  recall  any  stub 
book. 

Q.  When  you  got  to  Marinette  did  Miss  Stringham  have  this 
package  of  checks  sorted  out  by  themselves,  or  were  they  se- 
lected  out  from  a  lot  of  others,  after  you  got  there? 

A.  She  had  them  sorted  out.  The  other  checks  were  there. 
and  I  saw  some  of  them. 

The  Chairman:  Any  other  member  of  the  committee  wish  to 
examine  .Mr.  Cpham  .' 

By  Mr.  Whitman  : 

Q.  You  went  to  Marinette  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whether 
the  total  amounts  compared  with  the  specific  amounts  as  fur- 
nished by  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Puelicher? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  that  was  my  mission.  I  was  not  willing  to  advise 
Senator  Stephenson  to  sign  that  sworn  statement  until  I  had 
personally  seen  the  items  myself,  and  looked  at  the  check  books. 
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Q.  And  you  compared,  from  the  information  that  you  received 
at  Marinette,  the  accounts  of  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Sackett  and 
Puelieher;  and  upon  that  you  based  your  advice  to  Mr.  Stephen- 
son as  to  signing  the  account? 

A.  Yes.  sir;  as  to  the  amount  that  Senator  Stephenson  paid 
out. 

By  Mr.  Husting: 

Q.  Were  the  statements  submitted  to  you  by  Messrs.  Puelieher 
and  Edmonds  statements  of  disbursements  in  detail? 

A.  No — Well,  I  say  "No."  I  have  answered  it,  but  I  ought 
not  to.  You  got  the  advantage  of  me — I  do  not  mean  inten- 
tionally, but  it  was  my  slip.     I  said  so. 

Q.  I  suppose  it  is  right  along  the  line  of  what  Mr.  Whitman 
was  asking. 

A.  No;  you  are  getting  on  the  other  side  of  the  account.     He 
asked  me  as  to  the  total  amount  that  Mr.  Stephenson  paid  to. 
Edmonds  and  Puelieher. 

Q.   Oh,  I  didn't  so  understand  it. 

A.  That  is  what  I  answered.  Now  you  are  getting  on  the 
other  side;  what  they  did  with  it. 

Mi-.  Husting:.   I  should  let  it  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  Whitman  :     Or,  correct  it. 

(to  witness)  You  should  have  the  privilege  of  correcting  any- 
thing you  wish. 

A.  All  I  meant  was  this  $111,000  that  Mr.  Stephenson  paid  to 
his  campaign  men.  I  do  not  mean  to  testify  as  to  anything  they 
did  with  it. 

Q.  Or  how  much  they  expended? 

A.  No. 

Mr.  Whitman :  I  intended  to  ask  along  the  line  you  were 
asking,  as  to  whether  you  compared  the  amounts  with  and  ac- 
eounts  of  Mfessrs.  Puelieher  and  Edmonds.' 

A.  Oh,  no.  All  I  compared  is  the  $111,385.49.  That  was  the 
item  I  was  after,  that  Mr.  Stephenson  had  parted  with:  and  I 
wanted  to  make  sure  that  was  right. 

Q.  You  had  that  item  to  commence  with? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  That  is.  not  in  those  exact  figures,  but  sub- 
stantially: and  I  reached  that  result,  and  Mr.  Stephenson  swore 
to  it. 

Q.  You  didn'  mean  to  testify  then  as  to  whether  this  $111,000 
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equalled  the  statements  made  out  by  Messrs.  Puelicher  and  Ed- 
monds as  to  the  expenditures  of  the  entire  campaign  .' 

A.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  expenditures  of  the  cam- 
paign. 

(,).  You  advised  Mr.  Stephenson,  did  you  not,  in  regard  to  Ins 
statemenl  .' 

A.  Oh.  no,  that  was  handed  in  by  them,  and  vouched  for  by 
them;  by  Mr.  Sack,  tt  and  Mr.  Edmonds  and  all. 

Q.  You  didn'1  advise  Mr.  Stephenson  as  to  whether  he  should 
make  oath  that  these  amounts  stated  in  his  statement  comprised 
iIk   entire  expenditures  of  the  campaign? 

A.  Well,  now  -I  understand  what  yon  mean,  that  that  state- 
ment was  handed  in  by  Sackett  and  Mr.  Edmonds  as  the  total 
amount,  and  affixed  to  this  (indicating  statement  of  expenses) 
and  h<   signed  it  because  they  stated  it  was  correct. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  assisted  Mr.  Stephenson 
in  preparing  the  statement,  and  you  would  not  permit  him  to 
sign  it  until  you  had  investigated  it? 

A.  No.  gentlemen;  I  would  not  permit  him  until  I  had  veri- 
fied the  $111,385.49.  That  I  wanted  to  see.  how  they  got  that 
money,  and  how  Senator  Stephenson  paid  it  out;  and  I  wanted 
to   ii'i  t    those    items. 

(v).  Didn't  you  understand  that  tin-  payments  by  his  a.e-.-nts 
were  equally  as  important  as  his  payments  to  his  agents.' 

A.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that.  I  may  make  a  mistake 
in  talking  so  much.     I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

Q.  T  only  refer  to  this  because1  you  stated  at  the  beginning  of 
your  examination  that  you  assisted  Mr.  Stephenson  in  making 
this  affidavit. 

A.  No;  this  $111,385,  the  first  item;  what  Stephenson  paid 
out ;  that  I  was  willing  for  Senator  Stephenson  to  swear  to 
that  until  T  had  seen  personally  the  means  or  the  way  by  which 
he  parted  with  that  money. 

Q.  But  you  did  not  undertake  to  advise,'  him  as  to  whether 
or  not  he  should  make  oath  that  this  $111,000  was  all  that  his 
agents  had  expended  in  the  campaign— or.  is  it?  Do  you  catch 
the  epiestion  ? 

A.  Xo. 

Q.  I  say.  you  did  not    undertake    to    advise  him  what   his 
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ag<  nis.  Messrs.  Pueblicher  and  Edmonds,  had  expended  in  the 
campaign  .' 

A.  No,  J  had  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

(v).  He  did  that  upon  his  own  responsibility  .' 

A.  I  don't  think  I  ought  to  answer  that  question.  I  am  very 
glad  to  answer  any  of  those  things,  but  I  don't  think  they  are 
material  so  far  as  anything  connected  here  is  concerned;  but  I 
do  not  think  as  a  lawyer  I  ought  to. 

The  Chairman:  As  far  as  materiality  is  concerned  I  think 
they  are.  but  I  think  your  privilege  as  an  attorney  gives  you 
the  privilege  of  not  answering. 

A.   It  is  not  only  the  privilege,  hut  I  think   it   is  ;i   duty. 

By  Mr.  Husting: 

0.  1  understand  when  an  attorney  testifies  in  regard  to  some 
matters  that  were  of  a  confidential  nature  that  he  would  not  he 
exempt  as  to  testifying  to  other  matters. 

Mr.  Ingalls :  It  is  perfectly  manifest  that  Mr.  Upham  den't 
know  anything  about  those  expenditures,  because  he  has  stated 
so  half  a  dozen  times. 

Mr.  Husting:  Mi*.  Upham  don't  know  anything  about  pay- 
ments made  by  Mr.  Stephenson  and  Puelicher  and  Edmonds 
except  so  far  as  the  checks  show? 

A.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Husting:  He  is  not  testifying  from  actual  knowledge 
either. 

A.  Until  I  had  seen  the  checks  myself,  and  handled  them  and 
compared  them.  I  was  not  willing  to  have  my  client  make  an  af- 
fidavit that  he  had  paid  out  that  much  money. 

Q.  You  satisfied  yourself  that  as  much  as  .^1 11. 000  had  been 
spent  by  reason  of  the  checks  which  Miss  Stringham  presented 
to  you  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  But  you  are  not  prepared  to  say  upon  your  oath  that  that 
is  all  Mr.  Stephenson  expended  or  disbursed  in  the  campaign 
himself  I 

A.  That  is  all  I  could  find. 

Q.  Yon  arc  not  prepared  to  state  upon  your  oath  that  that  is 
all.' 

A.  Oh.  no;  I  know  nothing  about  it. 
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Q.  How  many  check  books  did  you  examine  bow  many  in- 
dividual hooks  did  yon  examine? 

A.  I  think,  on  the  Corn  Exchange  Bank  my  recollection  was 
there  was  one  And  on  the  Stephenson  National  Bank  it  seems 
as  though  there  were  two.  Thai  is  my  recollection  just  at 
present. 

Q.  Had  those  books  been   fully  checked  out-  used  up.' 

A.  One  of  them  had.  I  think  tin  re  were  two  on  the  Stephen- 
son National  Bank,  and  I  think  one  had  been  checked  out.  I 
did  not  pay  much  attention,  though.  I  mighl  be  mistaken  as  to 
those  things.     That   is  immaterial. 

Q.  There  w<  re  other  checks  in  various  amounts,  on  other  stults. 
that  had  been  checked  out  from  the  same  hooks.' 

A.  Oh.  yes;  they  come  in  their  order;  in  their  regular  routine. 

Q.  Are  you  prepared  to  say  that  you  are  able  to  testify  as 
to  whether  or  not  some  of  those  other  cheeks  did  ooi  go  into  his 
campaign  fund? 

A.  I  don't  know;  but  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  T  would 
say —  i 

Q.  (interrupting)  "Well,  you  had  no  knowledge  except  what 
you  got  from  the  checks  and  they  contain  nothing  upon  the  face, 
•or  the  stubs,  to  advise  you  where  they  went? 

A.  That  is  correct.     That  is  all  T  know. 

Q.  TTow  were  you  able  to  advise  Mr.  Stephenson  to  make  af- 
fidavit that  that  is  all  he  had  placed  in  the  hands  of  E.  A.  Ed- 
monds. -T.  II.  Puelicher,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve.  Rodney  Saekett,  TT. 
-T.  Brown  and  others? 

A.  I  told  that  is  what  I  found,  and  that  is  what  T  believed, 
and  that  it  corresponded  to  this  (indicating  statement). 

Q.  Then  be  made  bis  affidavit  upon  your  belief,  and  your 
knowledge  ? 

A.  Ob.  no.     He  is  a  man  that  acts  for  himself. 

0.  You  say  that  be  called  upon  you.  as  an  advisor,  to  go  and 
look  this  up  for  him  ? 

A.  T  was  not  willing  to  let  him  sign  it — T  bad  a  personal  in- 
terest in  that,  and  T  was  not  willing  to  let  sueb  a  paper  as  that 
co  through  mv  hands  without  seeing  the  vouchers. 

0.  Then  about  all  you  did  discover  was  that  at  least  this 
amount  was  really  ebeeked  out  by  him  ? 

19 
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A.  Yes   sir-;  and  I  wanted  to  see  the  vouchers. 

Q.  At  least  that  much.  But  you  would  not  be  able  to  ad- 
vise him  whether  he  did  not  spend  further  sums:' 

A.  No. 

Q.  Why  didn't  .Air.  Stephenson  go  with  you  to  look  over  these 
check  hooks,  and  aid  you  in  selecting  the  proper  checks? 

A.  T  went  up  for  myself,  and  I  brought  the  check  books  down 
with  me;  and  T  had  them,  and  satisfied  myself. 

•  Q.  Did   Mr.   Stephenson   go  through   these   cheek  books  with 
you  ? 

A.  No,  I  don't  think  he  did. 

Q.  He  was  present;  why  didn't  you  ask  him  to  go  through 
the  check  books  with  you? 

A.  It  Avas  not  necessary.  You  are  getting  beyond  what  I 
think  you  ought  to. 

The   Chairman :     Anything  further? 

By  Senator  Moms: 

0.  Do  T  understand  you  correctly  in  this?  As  I  understand 
it.  the  examination  that  you  made  was  for  the  purpose  of  ascer- 
taining whether  as  much  money  as  the  account  shows  was  ac- 
tually paid  out? 

A.  Yes.  sir:  and  that  was  correct  as  far  as  I  could  see. 

O.  You  made  no  examination  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  a  larger  sum  had  been  paid  out? 

A.  I  looked  through,  and  T  did  not  see  anything  that  attracted 
my  attention.  I  wanted  to  see  if  that  amount  was  paid  out,  and 
how  it  was  paid  out. 

O.  But,  what  was  the  purpose  of  vour  examination?  To  find 
out  whether  that  much  had  been  paid  out? 

A.  T  wanted  to  see  if  that  much  had  been  paid  out.  and  bow  it 
was  paid  out. 

O.  It  was  not  vour  purpose  to  find  out  whether  any  more  had 
been  paid  out,  was  it? 

A.  If  T  found  any  more  checks  to  Fuelicber  or  Van  Cleve,  or 
Saekett,  T  would  have  reported  it. 

O.  But  the  real  purpose  of  vour  examination  was  to  find  out 
whether  or  not  approximately  $111,000  had  been  paid  out? 
\.  Yes,  sir;  and  how. 

O.  That  was  the  real  purpose? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  and  bow. 
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Q.  1  )< i  \ i iu  mean  that  ? 

A.  I  wanted  to  see  if  thai  had  been  paid;  and  to  whom  the 
checks  were  made. 

Q.  That  is.  to  win  mi  the  checks  were  made? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    But  in >t  what  was  done  with  the  money? 

A.  Oh,  no.  When  I  said  "how"  I  meant  how  he  had  parted 
with  the  money  ;  paid  them. 

The  Chairman:  Any  of  the  other  gentlemen  of  the  committee 
anything  n  i  ask  ? 

By  Mr.  Husting:  I  might  ask  this  question,  unless  it  comes 
within  tlie  realm  of  privileged  communication: 

O.  Whether  or  not  this  affidavit  attached  to  this  i  referring  to 
statement)  purports  to  conform  to  the  statute  in  such  case  made 
and  provided  ? 

A.   I  don't  think  I  can  answer.         • 

Mr.  Hyzer:      I  will  answer  it.  if  you  want  me  to. 

Mr.  Husting:  We  may  call  upon  you  later,  i  to  witness)  Do 
you  wisli  to  answer  that? 

A.    f  do  not  wish  to  answer  it.     That  is  a  legal  question. 


J.  II.  Puelicher,  being  first  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Senator  Marsh: 

O.  You  reside  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee? 

A.  I  do,  sir. 

O.  And  what  is  your  business? 

A.   I  am  cashier  of  the  Marshall  &  [lsley  hank. 

O.  And  how  long  have  you  occupied  that  position,  aboul  how 
long? 

A.  O,  a  number  of  years.     Cashier  possibly  three  years. 

(J.  Is  Senator  Stephenson  connected  with  that  hank  in  any  way 
as  a  stockholder  or  director  or  officer? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Has  lie  been  during  the  past  year? 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.  Senator  Stephenson  has  testified  in  effect  that  you  were  em- 
ployed by  him   in  connection  with  his  recent  primary  campaign 
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for  the  United  States  senatorship  as  banker — is  that  your  under- 
standing" of  the   fact  ? 
A.  Employed  by  him  ? 

A.   No,   sir.     Maybe   we   differ   in    regard   to   the   word   "em- 
ployed," that's  all.     Senator  Stephenson  is  a  friend  of  mine  andK 
needn't  employ  me. 

Q.  1  didn't  understand  him  to  say  that  he  employed  yon  for 
compensation.  While  I  think  he  used  the  word  employed,  I 
think 'perhaps  he  meant  that  he  made  arrangements  with  you  to 
serve  in  that  capacity  for  him  during  his  campaign  ? 

A.   He  asked  me  to,  yes,  sir. 

Q.   Did  yon  do  so? 

A.   T  did,  sir. 

O.  When  did  he  first  talk  with  yon  with  reference  to  serving 
in  that  capacity? 

A.  When  he  first  opened  his  campaign. 

Q.  And  have  you  any  way  of  fixing  the  date  or  approximately 
the  date? 

A.  I  should  say  that  Senator  Stephenson  announced  his  inten- 
tion to  become  a  candidate  for  United  States  senator  toward  the 
end  of  June,  possibly  June  25th,  26th,  somewhere  along  there. 
Now  this  is  just  from  memory. 

Q.  That  was  the  time  you  think  he  announced  his  candidacy? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  the  question  was  when  he  first  talked  with  yon  about 
doing  this  work? 

A.  Almost  immediately. 

Q.  Was  that  arrangement  made  by  personal  conversation  or 
by  correspondence? 

A.   Personal  conversation,  as  I  remember  it. 

Q.  There  was  no  written  contract,  of  course,  of  any  kind,  was 
there,  or  agreement? 

A.    No,  sir. 

O.  Have  yon  with  you  the  records  from  which  yon  can  testify 
as  to  what  you  did  for  Senator  Stephenson  in  that  way?  *  ' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  ac1  for  him  during  that  time  or  the  time  after 
dime  25th  or  26th,  or  about  that  date,  in  any  other  capacity 
than  that  mentioned,  in  connection  with  the  campaign? 

A.  T  should  say  not. 
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(L).  Any  money  thai  you  disbursed  for  him  or  thai  was  dis- 
bursed through  you  w;is  for  the  purposes  of  thai  campaign  after 
thai  date? 

A.  Now,  do  you  mean  did  I.  as  cashier  of  the  bank,  ac1  for 
Senator  Stephenson  in  some  transactions? 

(t>.   In  any  capacity  .' 

A.   In  business  1  ransael ions  .' 

Q.  Yes. 

A.   In  matters  relating  to  his  business  with  the  bank? 

Q.  Yes.  in  any  capacity  I  will  ask  you  firsl  .; 

A.  <).  thai  may  well  be.  I  couldn'1  carry  that  around.  Sen- 
ator Stephenson  is  a  customer  of  thai  bank  and  he  may  have 
had  transactions  to  which  !  gave  my  attention.  Thai  is  pretty 
hard  to  say.  because  the  bank  has  8,000  customers. 

Q.  Well,  I  will  as!;  you  this,  in  this  arrangement  which  you 
made  with  him,  were  you  acting  as  cashier  of  the  bank  or  in  an 
individual  capacity  .' 

A.   Absolutely  as  an  individual. 

Q.  Well  then,  so  far  as  your  transactions  for  Senator  Steph- 
enson are  concerned,  in  an  individual  capacity,  during  the 
months  succeeding  June  25th,  it  was  in  connection  with  his 
campaign,  is  that  true  ? 

A.  Any  individual  services  which  I  rendered  him  .' 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  .lust  let  me  see.  I  can't  think'  of  any  service  that  T  ren- 
dered  him  that  wasn't  in  connection  with  his  campaign. 

Q.  And  any  money  that  you  disbursed  for  him  was  disbursed 
in  connection  with  this  campaign,  was  it — after  .June  25th,  I 
mean,  always  ? 

A.  Outside  of  my  duties  as  cashier,  in  which  capacity  I  had 
no  connection  with  the  campaign,  any  money  that  I  disbursed 
for  him  was  in  connection  with  the  campaign.  Does  that  an- 
swer the  question  .' 

Q.  Yes.  Now,  from  what  fund  did  you  disburse  this  money 
in  this  campaign?  AVas  it  from  a  deposit  that  he  had  in  the 
hank  of  which  you  were  cashier,  or  some  other  fund  ? 

A.  Partially  from  funds  on  deposit  with  the  hank'  and  par- 
tially from  funds  that  he  drew  on  other  banks. 

Q.  Was  there  any  particular  funds  set  aside  from  his  deposit 
in  the  bank  from  which  you  drew  in  this  campaign  .' 
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A.   Prom  which  he  drew  .' 

Q.   Prom   which  you  drew — you  or  he? 

A.  No.  he  had  a  deposit  there  of  a  certain  amount  against 
which  he  cheeked. 

Q.  Are  you  aide  to  stale  whal  thai  amount  was.' 

A.  Would  it  In-  right  for  me,  as  cashier  of  the  bank,  to  slate 
to  you  the  amount  of  a  deposil  thai  is  not  involved  in  this  argu- 
ment? 

Q.  Why,  if  you  ask  me  the  question,  I  would  say  yes. 

Mr.  Whitman:     I  would  say  no. 

A.  11  seems  to  me  that  your  inquiry  is  in  relation  to  the  cam- 
paign. Now,  1  would  be  glad  to  answer  that  fully,  but  wmen 
you  come  to  ask  in  regard  to  the  personal  business-  of  Mr. 
Stephenson  with  the  bank,  then  you  address  me  as  cashier. 
You  are  an  attorney  and  1  am  not.  I  would  like  information 
from  you  on  that  point. 

(Question  read.) 

Q.  That  refers  particularly  to  the  campaign.  I  think  per- 
haps yon  didn't  understand  the  question. 

A.  You  think  that  I  can  answer  that  as  cashier  of  the  bank 
without  violating  any  confidence  with  the  depositor.' 

Mr.  Whitman:     Well,  do  you  think  so.  Mr.  Puelicher? 

A.  Well,  to  be  candid,  it  is  a  matter  so  immaterial,  of  so 
little  importance,  I  will  take  the  responsibility  of  violating 
that.  As  a  matter  of  fact  I  don't  think  that  cashier  of  a 
bank  ought  to.  except  under  order  of  court,  violate  or  to  state 
any  fact  in  connection  with  the  customer's  deposit,  except  at 
the  request  of  the  depositor  himself — only  I  recognize  your  au- 
thority in  this  matter,  so  far  as  that  money  matter  concerns 
this  campaign  I  will  be  glad  to  answer. 

Mr.  Hyzer:    Will  you  take  a  suggestion  from  me? 

A.  1  woidd  be  glad  to.  sir. 

.Air.  Hyzer:     Tell  all  about  it. 

A.  Mr.  Stephenson  had  on  deposit  in  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
bank  $50,000  in  cashier's  cheeks.  This  money  remained  in  the 
bank  as  the  consequence  of  a  loan  which  the  bank  had  made  for 
Senator  Stephenson  and  which  had  matured.  That  is  the 
money  against  which  he  checked  on  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank 
for  the  purposes  of  this  campaign.  Now,  let  me  say  here,  he 
has   further  deposits  in   that    bank,  but   they   were  in   no  wise 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  [INVESTIGATION.      295 

touched  in  this  campaign;  yd  if  you  and  Mr.  Hyzer  will  say 
thai  I  am  to  slate  the  other,  I  am  a1  your  disposal. 

Q.  In  what  way  did  he  set  this  $50,000  apart  .' 

A.  He  had  on  deposit,  as  I  stated  before,  cashier's  checks, 
$50,000.  In  addition  to  that  he  had  a  sum  on  deposil  evidenced 
by  certificates  of  deposit.  Now.  this  amount  was  in  no  wise 
concerned  in  this  campaign.  Now  if  you  still  Peel  thai  I  should 
tell  you  what  this  amount  is.  why.  I  will  do  it. 

Q.  I  haven't  asked  you  yet,  Mr.  Puelicher.  1  only  asked 
aboul  this  fund  that  was  set  aside. 

A.  I  am  here  to  give  you  all  the  information  1  can  in  relation 
to  this  matter:  you  are  the  attorney  and  I  am  not.  I  am  just 
going  to  ask  you  and  he  guided  by  your  advice. 

Q.  Senator  Stephenson  "s  attorney  has  advised  you  to  tell  all 
about  it,  and  1  presume  you  will  act  on  his  advice  rather  than 
on  mine. 

A.    (To  Mr.  Hyzer)  :     Do  you  wish  me  to  state.' 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  don't  wish  anything.  I  would  answer  these 
gentlemen  any  question  they  ask.  It  won't  hurl  Senator  Steph- 
enson if  he  had  a  million  on  deposit  there. 

Q.  It  wouldn't  hurt  the  hank  either. 

Mr.  Whitman:  The  question  is  whether  it  will  help  your 
hank  to  have  its  cashier  go  before  the  public  and  tell  about  its 
business  with  its  customers. 

A.  That  is  the  whole  question. 

Q.  If  it  came  to  a  question  of  whose  judgment  was  to  be 
taken,  whether  he  did  use  any  more  for  campaign  purposes, 
the  committee  might  want  to  determine  whether  it  was  for  cam- 
paign purposes  rather  than  have  anybody  else  determine  it. 

A.  I  would  be  glad  to  answer  the  question  whenever  you  ask 
it. 

Q.  I  misspoke  myself.  The  committee  is  not  to  determine 
this  matter;  it  is  the  legislature  finally,  as  far  as  any  deter- 
mination is  concerned.  Now,  in  what  manner  did  Senator 
Stephenson  indicate  to  you  that  this  was  the  fund  from  which 
the  campaign  expenses  were  to  be  paid  .' 

A.  By  sending  a  check  on  that  fund. 

Q.  That  is  the  only  manner  in  which  he  did  it,  was  it  ? 

A.  O,  ves.     I  may  state  that  it  isn't  customary  to  permit  the 
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drawing  of  checks  against  cashier's  checks  or  against  certifi- 
cates of  deposit,  but  it  was  done  in  this  instance. 

Q.  Well,  were  arrangements  made  between  you  and  Senator 
Stephenson  that  this  should  be  done  in  this  instance.' 

A.  lie  drew  the  check  and  sent  it  to  me.  I  informed  the 
other  officers  of  the  hank  that  such  a  check  had  come  to  me 
Prom  Senator  Stephenson.  Senator  Stephenson  evidently  not 
understanding  that  cashiers  checks  could  not  be  drawn  against 
—I  don't  know  that  that  is  a  fact — and  they  acknowledged  to 
him,  1  believe,  that  they  had  honored  his  check  against  the 
amount  in  cashier's  checks. 

Q.  Then  I  take  it  that  there  hadn't  been  any  arrangement — 
in  answer  to  my  question — 

A.  Any  previous  arrangements  to  the  appearing  of  the  check  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  1  have  no  recollection  of  any  arrangement. 

Q.  Now,  when  Senator  Stephenson  arranged  with  you  to  act  in 
this  capacity  during  his  campaign,  did  he  arrange  with  yon  as 
to  how  yon  were  to  pay  those  out — that  is,  whether  it  was  to 
he  on  his  check  only,  or  did  he  authorize  you  to  pay  it  out  in 
any  other  manner? 

A.  This  money  was  to  be  delivered  against  the  order  of  Mr. 
Edmonds  or  Mr.  Saekett  and  1  take  it  on  the  order  of  the  sen- 
ator himself. 

Q.  That  was  the  arrangement  between  you  and  Senator 
Stephenson  from  the  time  yon  had  your  first  conversation? 

A.  Whether  the  specific  terms  of  this  arrangement  were  ever 
stated,  I  do  not  know.  He  indicated  to  me  in  the  first  place 
that  the  money  was  to  be  held  at  the  order  of  Mr.  Saekett  and 
later  when  Mr.  Edmonds  appeared  upon  the  scene,  subject  to 
the  order  of  Mr.  Edmonds  or  Mr.  Saekett. 

Q.  Well,  now  was  any  of  it  paid  out.  upon  order  of  Mr.  Ed- 
monds or  Mr.  Saekett,  or  was  it  all  paid  out  upon  the  cheek  of 
Senator  Stephenson  .' 

A.  I  don't  get  the  drift  of  that  question.  Was  any  of  it  paid 
out  subject  to  the  order  of  Mr.  Saekett   and  Mir.  Edmonds:' 

Q.    Upon  the  order  of  Mr.  Saekett  or  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  0,  yes. 

Q.  Well,  how  did  they  get  it,  did  they  draw  a  check  against 
that  account  '! 

A.   No,  sir. 
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Q.   In  what   manner  was  il  paid  ou1   upon  their  order? 

A.  Upon  a  requesl   for  the  money. 

Q.  Thai  is,  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Saeketl  eame  to  the  bank 
and  simply  requested  you  to  give  them  money  .' 

A.  Well,  the  money  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  paying 
teller  and  upon  a  signed  requesl  from  them  the  money  was  given 
1o  them. 

(.,).  Well,  was  all  of  il  paid  out  upon  the  order  of  Mi'.  I'M 
monds  and  .Mr.  Saekett.  or  did  Senator  Stephenson  check  againsl 
it  .' 

A.  Not  all  against  that  fund — 0.  no. 

Q.  Have  you  with  you  those  orders  upon  which  the  amount 
was  paid  out? 

A.  0,  no. 

Q.  That  were  written  orders,  wer-3  they.' 

A.   O.  yes. 

(^.   And  whore  are  they  .' 

A.  They  were  returned  to  Mr.  Saekett. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know  .Mi-.  Saeketl  has  them  .' 

A.  So  far  as  I  know,  yes. 

Q.  When  were  they  returned  to  Mr.  Saekett? 

A.  When  the  campaign  was  over. 

Q.  Have  you  any  record  of  those  orders  showing  the  dates  and 
amounts  of  them  '! 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  any  record  of  them  at  any  time  as  they  were 
being  paid  out? 

A.  The  paying  teller  would  note  down  the  amounts  that  were 
paid  from  time  to  time.  "From  time  to  time";  wasn't  any  lou- 
intervals  between  at  any  time,  but  as  he  paid  out  the  money. 
Finally  when  the  campaign  was  over  the  account  was  balanced 
and  the  orders  returned. 

Q.  You  say  the  paying  teller  did  this?  Then  some  of  the 
other  officers  of  the  hank  acted  aside  from  you? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  the  paying  teller  actually  paid  these  amounts  out. 
did  he  ? 

A.  0,  yes.     Did  you  think  of  the  paying  teller  as  an  officer? 

Q.  As  an  officer — no. 

A.  Then  my  answer  is  right, 
20 
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Q.  It  was  another  employe  of  the  bank  that  did  the  paying 
out  of  these  items? 

A.  Yes,  sir.     I  was  frecpiently  away. 

Q.  Well,  was  this  paying  teller  acting  for  you  or  for  the  bank 
when  he  paid  out  these  sums? 

A.  Well,  he  was  really  acting  for  me,  yes. 

Q.  But  he  was  one  of  the  employes  of  the  bank  ? 

A.  One  of  the  employes  of  the  bank,  yes. 

Q.  Did  you  employ  him  to  pay  these  items  out  for  you  ? 

A.  Well,  here  comes  the  word  "employment"  again.  I  asked 
him  to  pay  them. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  any  record  of  those  amounts  upon  the  books 
of  the  bank? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  a  separate  book,  was  it? 

A.  There  wasn't  a  book  kept  in  relation  to  it.  We  only  dealt 
with  the  amounts  and  kept  track  of  the  amounts  that  were  paid 
out. 

Q.  Well,  wasn't  there  any  record  made  upon  the  bank  book 
of  those  amounts  you  paid  out? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  upon  any  book  of  any  kind? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  are  unable  to  say  now  what  amounts  and  upon  Avhat 
(bites  they  wTere  paid? 

A.  No,  I  haven't  any  knowledge  of  that. 

Q.  Were  all  of  those  orders  returned  to  Mr.  Sackett? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  state  that  was  after  the  campaign  was  over. 
Can  you  state  the  date  any  more  definitely  ? 

A.  I  went  away  to  Denver  for  a  while  and  I  was  trying  to 
locate  the  time  of  paying  from  that.  I  should  say  about  Octo- 
ber. 

Q.  You  have  no  memorandum  of  any  kind,  either  here  or  else- 
where, which  would  help  you  in  determining  that,  have  you? 

A.  Not  that  fact,  no. 

Q.  Well,  are  you  able  to  state  whether  or  not  all  of  that 
amount,  that  $50,000,  was  paid  out  prior  to  the  time  that  you 
returned  those  orders? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  all  paid  out? 
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A.  0,  yes. 

Q.   Did  the  orders  presented  to  yon  exceed  the  $50,000? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  from  what  fund  was  thai  taken,  if  ii  was  taken  from 
any   fund? 

A.  Prom  ;i  fund  created  by  checks  drawn  on  other  banks, 
scnl    to   me  by   Senator  Stephenson. 

Q.  Now,  this  $50,000,  was  thai  amounl  ever  credited  to  Sena 
lor  Sjrphenson  on  any  hook   in  your  bank? 

A.  In  connection  with  the  campaign? 

Q.  On  any  hook  in  your  hank,  whether  you  think  it  was  in 
connection  witli  the  campaign  or  otherwise? 

A.  It  stood  to  his  credit  as  cashiers  checks. 

Q.  Tt  was  credited  to  him  upon  the  hooks  of  your  bank  as 
cashier's  chocks9 

A.  Yes,  sir.  on  the  opening  of  the  campaign. 

Q.  You  say.  as  T  understand  it.  there  was  no  hook  upon  which 
he  was  dehited  for  the  amounts  of  those  orders  thai  he  drew 
against  that  amount? 

A.  No  hook  upon  which  he  was  dehited? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Why.  yes.  He  was  immediately  dehited,  but  the  money 
was  checked  out  of  the  cashier's  check  account  when  it  became 
a  part  of  his  campaign  fund. 

Q.  Well,  he  was  dehited  when  those  orders  came  in.  he  was 
dehited  with  the  amount  of  that  order,  was  he0 

A.  With  the  check  which  he  sent  to  create  a  campaign  fund9 

Q.  No,  T  am  speaking  of  this  $50,000  now0 

A.  Exactly. 

Q.  These  cashier's  checks,  yon  say  they  were  credited  to  him 
upon  the  hooks  of  your  hank? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now.  T  say.  when  there  were  orders  came  in  against  that 
fund  woro  those  orders  dehited — was  he  dehited  with  the  amount 
of  these  orders? 

A.  May  T  explain,  to  lead  up  to  the  answer? 

0.  Yes. 

A.  He  checked  acrainst  the  cashier's  checks  for  the  creation 
of  a   campaign   fund.     Now,  the  checks  that  he  issued   for  the 
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purpose  of  creating  a  campaign  fund  was  the  debit  which  wiped 
out  that  much  of  his  credit    in  the  cashier's  checks. 

Q.  Well,  when  he  drew  these  checks  againsl  those  cashier's 
checks  to  create  this  campaign  fund,  he  was  debited  with  those 
checks  which  he  drew  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  done  witli  that  fund  as  he  drew  his  checks 
against  it? 

A.  What  was  done  with  the  fund? 

Q.  Yes.  if  he  drew  a  cheek  for  $10  000  against  thai  $5O.O0O 
of  cashier's  cheeks,  what  was  done  with  that  $10,000? 

A.  That  is  the  money  against  which  the  orders  of  Mr.  Ed- 
monds and  Mr.  Sackett  became  available. 

Q.  Well,  what  was  done  with  it.  did  you  take  charge  of  it — 
did  it  go  to  you  then? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  effect, — No  matter  whether  it  actually  did  or  not,  in  ef- 
fect he  sent  you  those  cheeks? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  and  that  was  the  debit  to  his  account. 

Q-  And  after  it  got  into  the  form  of  his  checks,  neither  yon  or 
your  bank  kept  any  account  of  it,  is  that  right  ? 

A.  That  is  right — except  as  to  amount. 

O.  Well,  you  mean  the  amount  of  each  order? 

A.  As  the  money  was  paid  out  against  these  orders,  the  amount 
of  the  money  was  noted  down,  die  amount  of  the  order. 

Q-  Noted  down  where? 

A.  On  the  envelope  in  which  the  money  was  held  for  Mi. 
Stephenson. 

().   Not  in  any  book  at  all  ? 

A.  No. 

O.  Then  in  effect  you  would  draw  out  the  amount  of  the  pre- 
vious check  and  put  it  into  an  envelope  in  currency  or  some  other 
form — 

A.  Yes. 

O-  Well,  was  it  in  currency? 

A.  The  smaller  checks  in  currency.  He  issued  a  $30,000  check. 
My  recollection  is  that  I  turned  $5,000  of  that  into  currency  and 
held  $?5,ooo  as  cashier's  checks  of  $5,000  each,  to  be  u<l'i\  as  the 
money  was  exhausted  in  the  campaign  fund. 

Q-  And  when  Mr.  Edmonds  or  Mr.  Sackett  presented  an  order 
i' 1  you,  did  you  [lay  that  in  currency? 
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A.  The  paying  teller  gave  them  what  they  asked  for,  yes,  what 
they  asked  for,  currency,  or  such  instruments  as  they  wanted. 
Q.  Some  of  it  was,  paid  out  in  checks  signed  by  you,  was  it  not? 

A.    Some  of  this  money. 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Cashier's  checks  signed  by  me? 

(  ).  Some  of  that  $50,000,  I  don't  care  whether  it  was  cashier's 
checks  or  not,  was  paid  out  in  the  form  of  checks  signed  by  you 
and  sent  out? 

A.  I  don't  remember  that  I  signed  the  cashier's  check-.  It 
is  part  of  my  duty  to  sign  cashier's  checks. 

O.  Aren't  you  able  to  state  now.  Mr.  Puelicher,  whether  or 
not  you  didn't  sign  the  cashier's  checks  upon  this  $50,000  account 
and  that  those  checks  were  sent  out  through  the  state,  cashed,  and 
came  back  to  the  bank  ? 

A.  Oh,  the  cashier's  checks  were  signed  by  some  officer  of  the 
bank.     Whether  I  signed  them  or  not   L  don't  remember. 

Q.  Don't  you  remember  that  you  signed  them  ? 

A.  I  sign  very  few  checks  or  drafts. 

Q-  Well,  you  aren't  able  to  s*ate,  then,  whether  you  signed  any 
of  these  or  not  ? 

A.  No,  but  some  officer  would  have  to  sign  the  cashier's  checks. 

O.  I  am  not  asking  you  that,  I  am  asking  about  you,  whether 
y<  »u  signed  any  of  them  or  not  ? 

A.  I  may  have — I  may  have  signed  ;i  check  or  a  draft  a  day. 
sometimes  a  week.  They  have  an  assistant  cashier  who  signs 
checks,  he  sits  right  there  and  signs  them,  so  that  very  few  of 
those  would  be  signed  by  me. 

Q.  Well,  after  you  had  drawn  this  money  on  the  Stephenson 
cheeks  and.  placed  it  in  this  envelope,  it  never  got  back  into  the 
funds  of  the  bank.  That  was  then  separated  from  the  funds  of 
I  he  hank? 

A.  Oh,  yes,  altogether. 

Q.  And  you  didn't  issue  any  checks  upon  that  amount  that 
was  contained  in  that  envelope,  did  you. 

A.  Issue  checks? 

Q.  Yes,  cashier's,  or  any  kind  of  cheeks  ) 

A.  Only  as  they  drew  the  money;  as  either  Mr.  Sackett  or 
Mr.  Edmonds  drew  the  money  and  paid  for  the  cashier's 
checks. 

Q.  As  I  recollect  it  now,  T  may  be  mistaken,  you  paid  out  all 
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of  this  $50,000  on  orders  either  from  Mr.  Edmonds  or  from  Mr. 
Sackett? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  those  orders  presented  to  you  by  Mr.  Edmonds  and 
Mr.  Sackett  or  were  they  sent  out  to  some  people  who  were  en- 
titled to  them  and  sent  in  by  them  ! 

A.  Oh,  no,  they  were  not  negotiable  orders.  They  were  largely 
presented  either  by  Mr.  Sackett  or  some  messenger  for  Mr. 
Sackett  right  at  the  bank. 

Q.  Did  you  disburse  these  funds,  from  this  $50,000  I  mean, 
did  you  pay  it  directly  to  Mr.  Edmonds  or  Mr.  Sackett  or  did 
you  send  it  out  into  different  parts  of  the  state/ 

A.  No,  directly  to  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Sackett. 

Q.  And  all  of  the  $50,000,  all  of  that  fund,  was  paid  by  you 
either  to  Mr.  Edmonds  or  to  Mr.  Sackett? 

A.  Yes,  that  is  my  recollection. 

Q.  Direct? 

A.  Yes.  Wait — with  this  limitation:  Or  some  messenger 
from  their  office. 

Q.  Upon  their  written  order? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  That  is,  you  didn't  send  any  of  it  out  to  anybody  who 
had  worked  or  spent   money  for  Senator  Stephenson  yourself? 

A.  No,  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.  You  mean  send  out 
in  the  state? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  No,  I  have  no  recollection  of  that. 

Q.  Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  as  to  what  purpose 
any  portion  of  this  fund  went  to  in  connection  with  the  cam- 
paign ? 

A.  For  the  organizing  of  the  state  in  behalf  of  Senator 
Stepehenson. 

Q.  Well,  I  mean  for  the  speeific  purpose.  I  supposed  you 
knew  it  went  out  for  the  organization  of  the  state,  but  did  you 
know  whether  it  went  to  newspapers  or  to  men  who  did  indi- 
vidual work,  or  have  you  any  way  of  knowing  anything  about 
that  part  of  it  ? 

A.  I  knew,  of  course,  that  some  of  the  money  went  to  news- 
papers for  advertising,  to  advertising  agencies — 
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Q.  (interrupting)  Just  a  minute.  How  did  you  know 
that? 

A.  Probably  from  the  discussions  in  Felation  to  tliose  mat- 
ters. 

Q.  With  whom? 

A.  With  tliose  interested  in  Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign,  at 
times;  some  discussion  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the  cam- 
paign. 

Q.  You  refer  to  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Sackett? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  others? 

A.  Largely  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Saekett.  Possibly  Mr. 
Stephenson. 

Q.  As  to  what  they  intended  to  do  with  it? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  That  is,  discussions  as  to  what  they  intended  to  do  with 
it? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  as  I  understand  it,  you  are  not  able  to  tell,  either 
from  memory  or  from  any  memorandum  or  writing  you  have, 
or  have  access  to,  any  specific  item  that  was  paid  out  of  that 
fund  of  $50,000? 

A.  You  keep  the  scope  so  small;  you  limit  me  to  the  fifty 
thousand.  Now,  there  was  more  money  disbursed  and  I  am 
trying  to  separate  that  beyond  the  fifty,  from  the  fifty. 

Q.  Well,  I  will  remove  that  limitation,  and  ask  you  whether 
or  not  you  are  able  to  state  the  amount  disbursed  for  any  par- 
ticular purpose  for  him  during  the  campaign? 

A.  The  total  amount  disbursed  during  the  campaign? 

Q.  No,  any  specific  item  of  it? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Well,  what  are  those  items  that  you  know  about? 

A.  For  instance,  some  traveling  expenses  incurred  when 
Senator  Stephenson  went  through  the  state — visited  La  Crosse. 

Q.  Now,  in  what  form  was  that  paid  ? 

A.  Cash. 

Q.  And  was  it  paid  directly  to  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  was  it  paid? 
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A.  It  was  paid  to  me.  1  paid  the  travelling  expenses  dur- 
ing the  campaign. 

Q.   You  were  out  with  him,  were  you! 

A.  A  part  of  the  time,  yes. 

Q.  Now,  before  we  take  that  subject  up,  I  will  ask  you  how 
much  was  expended,  to  your  knowledge,  through  you  or  your 
bank,  outside  of  the  $50,000? 

A.  I  want  to  be  accurate  about  that,  It  is  a  big  amount, 
(referring  to  paper)  :     How  much  all  together? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  All  in  excess  of  the  fifty  thousand  ? 

Q.  In  excess  of  the  fifty  thousand? 

A.  $18,083.72,  making  a  total  of  $98,083.72. 

Q.  That  was  disbursed  either  through  you  or  through  your 
bank  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir.     Well,  through  me,  or  through  the  paying  teller. 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  is  this  paying  teller — what  is  his  name? 

A.  Mr.  Shape. 

Q.  What  is  his  first  name? 

A.  Charles  T.  Shape. 

Q.  That  refers  to  the  $50,000? 

A.  Yes — no,  that  refers  to  the  total  amount, 

Q.  That  is  your  answer  to  that  question,  when  you  said  that 
it  was  either  paid  through  your  bank  or  through  you  or  the 
paying  teller.  When  you  referred  to  the  paying  teller  you 
were  referring  to  that  fifty  thousand? 

A.  No,  the  whole  amount,  the  $98,083.72. 

Q.  Well,  that  $48,083.72  was  paid  through  the  bank,  no  mat- 
ter whether  you  paid  it  or  not — was  that  an  individual  matter 
with  you  .' 

A.  That  was  an  individual  matter  with  me. 

Q.  Well,  that  amount  was  taken  out  of  his  general  account 
there,  his  certificates  of  deposit? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  I  understood  that  all  except  this  $50,000  that  he  had 
there  in  the  bank  was  in  the  form  of  certificates  of  deposit. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION.      305 

Q.  And  did  he  change  the  form  of  those  certificates  of  de- 
posit ? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.   Jle  added  to  that  fund  in  sonic  Other  manner? 

A.   By  drawing  on  other  hanks. 

Q.  That  is.  he  didn't  touch  the  certificates  of  deposit  that  lie 
had  there  for  campaign  purposes? 

A.   Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  [ngalls:     Except  the  fifty. 

A.   Well,  that  was  cashier's  checks. 

O.  But  as  to  this  item  of  $50,000,  you  haven't  any  writing  of 
any  kind  which  would  enable  you  to  tell  the  different  amounts 
that  were  paid  out  of  that  item,  and  to  whom  they  were  paid? 

A..  I  think  ]  could  answer  more  intelligently  if  you  could  in- 
clude the  whole  amount  of  the  deposit. 

O.  Well,  I  don't  want  to  include  that  now.  I  am  speaking  of 
the  $50,000  first. 

A.  You  see  this  was  a  continuing  fund  and  was  fed  from  vari- 
ous sources. 

O.  Well,  you  used  up  that  $50,000  hefore  you  got  into  this 
other  fund,  didn't  you? 

A.  No,  sir.  Xo,  the  first  check  that  I  received  was  drawn  on 
the  Stephenson  National  Bank  of  Marinette. 

O.  Well,  we  are  getting  off  the  track  now.  We  will  see  if  you 
can  answer  that  question  first.  If  you  can't  we  will  have  to  leave 
it. 

A.  Can  you  include  the  first  $2, <>()<)  in  the  account?  I  can 
prohably  answer  that. 

Q.  Well,  if  you  can't  answer  without  including  the  first  $2,000. 

A.  Of  course,  it  is  difficult  to  state  from  recollection,  there 
was  such  a  large  amount  disbursed  over  so  large  a 

O.  (  interrupting)  I  can't  see  why  that  is  difficult.  As  I  under- 
stand it  there  is  some  of  this  fund  that  you  haven't  any  account 
of  at  all,  you  can't  tell  us  to  whom  you  paid  it,  or  what  amounts 
you  paid  it  out  in,  or  the  dates  you  paid  it  out,  and  there  is  a 
further  sum,  a  further  po'.tion  of  it,  that  you  can? 

A.  No,  I  didn't  state  that. 

Q.  Well,  then,  it  is  true?  You  could  say  it  is  true  of  this 
$50,000,  if  you  haven't  any  account  of  any  of  it,  certainly;  it  is 
true  that  you  haven't  any  account  of  this  $50,000? 

A.  I  have  no  account  of  it. 
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Q.    You  haven't  any  account  of  the  $50,000  now? 

A.  No. 

O.  So  as  to  be  able  to  tell  to  whom  you  paid  any  particular 
amount,  for  what  purpose,  or  the  date  of  the  payment? 

A.  1  would  have  to  endeavor  to  state  from  memory. 

O.  Well,  you  haven't  any  written  account  or  memorandum  of 
it? 

A.  I  have  not,  no. 

Q.   So  if  you  stated  it  at  all.  it  would  have  to  be  from  memory? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  Now,  is  there  any  portion  of  this  $98,083.72  that  you  have 
a  written  account  of  so  as  to  enable  you  to  state  without  drawing 
upon  your  memory  the  items  or  the  amounts? 

A.  No,  sir.  1  didn't  keep  the  account  of  the  Stephenson  cam- 
paign. 

O.  Well,  you  didn't  keep  any  account  of  the  receipts  and  dis- 
bursements of  the  Stephenson  campaign,  did  yon? 

A.  Receipts,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  not  of  the  disbursement s  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  think  you  said  you  did  keep  some  account  of  it  on  an 
envelope  somewhere  ? 

A.  Just  the  total  sums,  the  sums  that  were  paid  out. 

Q.  Yes,  not  the  totals  you  don't  mean? 

A.  Yes,  because — 

Q.  (interrupting)  That  is,  when  an  order  of  $500  came  in,  if 
any  such  order  did  come  in,  you  put  that  down  on  the  envelope? 

A.  $500.     That  is,  1  did  not.     The  man  who  was  in  charge. 

O.  Who  was  the  man  in  charge? 

A.  Air.  Shape. 

Q.  Mr.  Shape,  the  paying  teller. 

A.  Yes. 

Adjourned  until  nine  o'clock. a.  m.,  February   l!>,  1909. 
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February  [9,  [909,9  (  >'Clock  A.  M. 
I  fearing  resumed. 
All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Mr.  I  [yser:  (  )f  course  I  have  no  information  as  to  what  order 
will  be  followed  by  the  committee,  but  inferring-  from  the  way 
the  committee  is  proceeding  now,  it  seems  to  me  that  you  will 
doubtless  desire  the  presence  and  testimony  of  Mr.  Sackett,  and 
he  is  in  Washington.  I  think  it  has  already  been  stated  that  he 
is  one  of  the  clerks  of  the  United  States  senate,  and  is  necessarily 
there  in  the  performance  of  his  duties.  If  we  can  in  any  way 
facilitate  his  presence  here  at  the  time  that  the  committee  desire 
his  presence,  we  wish  to  do  so.  Of  course  we  have  no  special 
control  over  Mr.  Sackett.  but  I  doubt  not  that  he  will  come  upon 
a  wire,  and  1  desire  to  say  if  you  should  want  him  any  particular 
day  or  you  want  him  to  come  as  soon  as. possible,  we  will  send  for 
him.  Of  course  I  don't  imagine  that  the  committee  would  be  at 
any  trouble  or  expense  in  sending  out  for  him.  He  will  come 
upon  request — must  do  so,  of  course,  and  if  you  should  want  him 
tomorrow  or  next  day  or  Monday,  he  ought  to  be  notified  now,  so 
that  he  can  bring  whatever  he  has  got  as  a  foundation  for  his 
testimony. 

Mr.  Chappie;  I  make  a  motion  that  when  we  adjourn  today  we 
adjourn  until  Tuesday  morning.  February  23,  1909,  at  nine  a.  m. 

The  Chairman  :  Gentlemen,  you  have  heard  the  motion.  Those 
of  you  who  favor  that  motion  will  say  aye;  those  opposed,  no. 
<  her  two-thirds  have  voted  in  favor  of  adjournment,  so  when 
we  adjourn  today  we  will  adjourn  until  Tuesday  morning  at  nine 
o'clock. 

Examination  of  J.  li.  Puelicher  resumed. 

By  the  Chairman. 

The  Chairman :  I  understood  you  wanted  to  make  some  cor- 
rection in  your  testimony  of  yesterday? 

Mr.  Puelicher :  You  asked  me  the  question  yesterday  whether 
there  had  been  no  account  in  the  bank  of  Stephenson  funds.  I 
want  to  state  that  the  manager  of  the  Milwaukee  county  campaign 
had  a  checking:  account  there. 
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Q.  What  is  his  name? 

A.  \V.  R.  Knell — and  that  Mr.  Edmonds  had  an  account.  When 
you  asked  the  question  yesterday  I  understood  you  to  refer  to  the 
main  account,  and  I  didn't  think  of  these  two  collateral  accounts. 

Q-  Now  did  you  bring  with  you  any  of  the  records  or  papers  of 
the  hank  of  which  you  are  cashier? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  understood  that  being  subpoenaed  as  an  individual,  that 
you  were  not  authorized  to  bring  any  of  the  books,  records  or 
papers  belonging  to  the  bank  of  which  you  are  cashier  ? 

A.  I  did,  sir. 

O-  If  you  are  subpoenaed  as  cashier  of  the  Marshall  &  Usley 
bank  with  a  request  to  bring  with  you  all  of  the  records,  papers  and 
writings  of  any  kind  bearing  upon  Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign  ac- 
count, you  can  and  will  produce  those  if  requested? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O-  Have  you  any  memorandum  of  the  amounts  that  were  turned 
over  to  you  by  Mr.  Stephenson  as  a  campaign  fund  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.      (Paper  produced  by  witness.) 

Q-  Will  you  give  us  that  record  ? 

A.  Shall  I  read  it  to  you  ? 

O.  Yes. 

A.  A  check  dated  June  28th,  on  the  Stephenson  National  Bank 
of  Marinette,  for  $2,ooo.July  6th.  on  the  Marshall  &  [lsley  Bank, 
$10,000. 

Q.  That  first  one  was  on  the  Stephenson  National  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  July  6th  was  on  the  Marshall  &  Usley? 

A.  $10,000.  July  30th,  on  Marshall  &  Usley  Bank,  $10,000. 
August  7th,  on  Marshall  &  Usley  Bank,  $30,000.  August  20th, 
Corn  Exchange  National  Bank,  Chicago,  $15,000.  August  24th, 
Corn  Exchange  National  Bank,  Chicago,  $10,000.  August  27th, 
Corn  Exchange  National  Bank,  Chicago,  $5,000.  August  31st, 
Corn  Exchange  National  Bank,  Chicago,  $2,000.  September  y\. 
Corn  Exchange  National  Bank,  Chicago,  $13,500.  October  10th, 
Stephenson  National  Bank,  Marinette,  $3,700.  November  20th, 
Stephenson  National  Bank,  Marinette.  $200.  Making  a  total  of 
$101,400. 

Q.  These  checks  came  to  your  hands,  did  they,  all  of  them,  or 
simply  to  the  bank  ? 

A.   Practically  into  my  hands. 
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i  ).  As  cashier  i  >r  as  an  individual  ? 

A.   As  an  individual. 

<  ».   How  did  they  come  to  you,  from  whom? 

A.  The  check  of  $2,000.  the  first  one,  was  sent  to  me  by  J.  A. 
Van  Cleve. 

(  ).   And  the  balance  of  them  ? 

A.  The  second  one  of  $10,000  by  J.  A.  Van  Cleve.  The  next 
one  directly  by  Senator  Stephenson. 

Senator  Husting:     How  much  is  that? 

A.  $10,000. 

Mr.  Black:     I  would  suggest  that  you  give  the  date  of  them. 

AS,  August  7th.  drawn  on  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Hank  directly 
to  me,  by  Senator  Stephenson,  $30,000.  August  20th,  Corn  Ex- 
change National  Hank,  Chicago,  $15,000,  by  Mr.  Van  Cleve. 
\ugu>t  24th.  Corn  Exchange  National  Hank.  Chicago.  $10,000,  by 
Mr.  Van  Cleve.  August  27* h.  Corn  Exchange  National  Hank. 
Chicago.  $5,000.  R.  Sackett.  August  31st.  Corn  Exchange  Na- 
tional Bank,  $2,000,  Mr.  Van  Cleve.  September  30th.  Corn  Ex- 
change National  Bank,  Chicago.  $13,500,  Mr.  Van  Cleve.  (  Octo- 
ber 10th.  Stephenson  National  Hank.  Marinette,  $3,700,  direct  to 
me. 

Q.  From  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  Yes.  <  )f  course  you  understand  all  these  checks  are  the 
checks  of  Senator  Stephenson. 

O.  But  they  came  to  you  from  the  parties  you  have  been 
naming? 

A.  Yes.  November  20th.  Stephenson  National  Bank.  Mari- 
nette, direct  to  me,  $200. 

Q.  That  is.  came  to  you  by  mail  ! 

A.  Yes.  I  think  Mr.  Van  Cleve  during  my  absence  from 
Milwaukee  gave  the  check  of  Au<rust  27th.  $5  000,  to  Mr.  Sack- 
ett. and  he  left  that  in  the  bank. 

Q.   Personally.' 

A.  I  think  so.  yes.  That  is  my  recollection  at  the  ppesenl 
time. 

(,).  Were  these  that  you  received  by  mail  accompanied  by  let- 
ters? 

A.  Why.  T  think  some  of  them  were.  yes. 

Q.   Hav<    you  those  letters  .' 

A.  No,  there  was  a  mass  of  correspondence  after  the  cam- 
paign.    It  was  generally  destroyed. 
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Q.  This  correspondence,  all  of  it,  you  think  was  destroyed 
after  the  campaign? 

A.  I  think  so,  yes.  because  they  simply  stated  the  inclosures, 
and  of  course  the  inclosure  was  the  important  part. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  search  for  this  correspondence  after  you 
were  subpoenaed? 

A.  Yes,  I  looked  through  to  see  whether  I  could  find  any  cor- 
respondence. 

Q.  And  you  were  unable  to  find  any  ? 

A.  There  was  no  correspondence  there.  They  were  personal 
letters,  and  I  don't  keep  my  personal  letters  filed  very  well.  If 
they  are  of  a  temporary  nature.  I  destroy  them.  Those  of  value 
as  reference,  I  put  aside. 

Q.  And  aside  from  the  fact  that  you  are  not  able:  to  finel  them. 
your  recollection  and  best  judgment  is  that  they  are  destroyed? 

A.  I  think  they  are.  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  without  asking  you  for  the:  details  of  this  account, 
that  may  be  shown  by  the  recorels  and  papers  of  the  bank.  I  will 
ask  you  in  a  general  way  if  there  is  a  record  ? 

A.  A  record  of  the  accounts? 

Q.  If  there  is  a  record  in  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank  of  these 
accounts  or  any  of  them? 

A.  You  mean  the  record  of  the  campaign  expenses? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  saiel  before  the  record  of  the  Knell  account  would  be 
there,  and  that  of  Mr.  Edmond's  account.  Then  Mr.  Sackett 
made  what  account  there  was  made  of  the  campaign  expenses. 
and  I  assume  that  he  has  that  account  with  him. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  The  question  goes  to  the  bank.  Pay  attention  to 
the  question. 

(Question  read.) 

A.  I  think  I  answered  that. 

Q.  T  think  perhaps  you  answered  that  question  partially.  Ts 
there  any  other  record  either  on  books,  or  papers,  or  memoranda 
of  anv  kind,  showing  to  whom  or  for  what  purpose  these  ex- 
penditures were  made  so  far  as  this  $101,000  reaches?  That  is. 
when  you  have  the  recorels  and  papers  of  the  bank.  Avill  you  be- 
in  anv  better  position  to  testify  as  to  how  this  money  was  ex- 
pended than  you  are  now? 

A,  Yes; 
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(£.  And  what  form  is  that  record,  a  book  account,  or  is  it  iu 
the  form  of  cashier's  checks,  or  something  of  that  sort? 

A.  The  cashier's  checks  that  were  purchased  during  the  cam- 
paign an    naturally   the  cashier's  checks  of  1  he  bank  and  are  in 

the  bank. 

(^.  Those  were  made  as  a  rule.  I  suppose,  payable  to  1  he  or- 
der of  some  person  .' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  would  have  upon  them  the  indorsement  of  the  person 
who  cashed  them? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  ('an  you  give  the  committee  any  idea  a,s  to  what  portion 
of  this  amount  was  paid  out  in  the  form  of  cashier's  checks? 

A.   I  should  say  eighty  to  eighty-five  per  cent. 

Mr.  ETyzer:  State  the  amount,  if  you  can.  in  gross  figures, 
not  in  percentages;  then  it  will  he  easier  to  handle. 

A.  Well,  the  expense  is  ahout  $98  000 ;  the  amount  that  was 
spent  was  $98,083.72.  Now.  eighty-five  per  cent,  would  he 
ahout  .^So.OOO.  I  should  say  eighty  or  eighty-five  thousand  dol- 
lars. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     In  cashier's  checks? 

A.  Would  he  in  the  form  of  cashiers'  checks  or  drafts,  which 
is  an  instrument  very  similar  to  a  cashier's  check,  only  drawn  on 
and  out-of-town  correspondents,  instead  of  issued  on  your  own 
bank. 

Q.  One  of  the  committee  suggest  that  you  tell  us  just  what  a 
cashier's  check  is? 

A.  May  I  just  illustrate.  Mi-.  Husting — you  ask  the  question. 
Suppose  you  had  no  bank  account  and  were  carrying  a  sum  of 
money  on  your  person  that  you  might  lose,  you  could  go  to  Mr. 
Ringly  of  the  Mayville  Bank  and  say  to  him.  "Give  me  a  cash- 
ier's check "payable  to  me  for  the  amount."  That  would  then 
be  subject  to  your  order  only.  You  could  carry  that  in  your 
pocket  in  perfect  safety.  Tf  you  lost  it.  you  wouldn't  be  the 
loser,  if  you  hadn't  endorsed  that  check.  It's  a  check  made  by 
the  bank  on  itself  instead  of  it's  being  a  draft  drawn  on  a  cor- 
respondent in  some  outside  place.  Let  me  explain  to  Mr.  Mor- 
ris. I  take  it.  Mr.  Morris,  you  are  a  customer  of  the  Batavia 
National  Bank.  Yon  draw  all  your  checks  there  in  La  Crosse. 
Consequently,  you  wouldn't,  need  a  cashier's  check:  you  draw 
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your  own  check,  you  deposit  your  money.  But  if  you  were  un- 
fortunate enough  not  to  have  enough  money  to  have  a  deposit 
in  the  bank,  and  occasionally  had  more  than  you  wished  to  carry 
on  your  person,  and  didn't  wish  to  leave  it  in  the  bank  long 
enough  to  draw  interest,  you  would  possibly  go  into  the  bank 
;iikI  ;isl<  for  ;i  cashier's  check.  The  cashier  would  then  give  you 
an  instrument  drawn  to  the  order  of  Tom  Morris  and  would  sign 
himself  or  havi  it  signed  by  some  officer  of  the  l>;ink  who  was 
authorized  to  sign ;  as  the  cashier  of  the  bank  is  ordinarily  un- 
derstood to  be  the  executive  officer  of  the  bank.  They  call  it  a 
cashier's  check.  Now,  that  check  is  negotiable.  It  is  only  col- 
lectible or  negotiable  by  indorsement,  unless  you  have  it  made 
payable  to  bearer,  which  of  course  would  defeat  your  purpose; 
then  it  would  be  the  same  as  money.     That  is  a  cashier's  check. 

Mr.  Whitman :  What  is  the  difference  between  a  cashier's 
check  and  a  demand  certificate  of  deposit,  if  any? 

A.  A  certificate  of  deposit  seems  to  imply  an  intention  i© 
leave  it  for  some  lime  and  draw  interest.  Of  course  you 
specify  a  demand  certificate  but  the  disadvantage  of  turning 
your  money  into  a  certificate,  if  you  expect  to  have  immediate 
use  for  it,  is  this :  Most  certificates  of  deposit  have  a  time 
clause  of  some  kind,  a.  great  many  of  them  say  "Six  months 
after  date,  payable  to  order,  with  so  much  interest."  Or  an- 
other form  with  the  option  to  demand  ninety  days  time  before 
paying.  Those  are  practically  demand  certificates,  and  in  the 
event  of  a  panic  the  bank  avails  itself  of  the  privilege  of  de- 
manding ninety  days  before  paying  that  certificate  of  deposit. 

Mr.  Whitman:  The  effect  is  practically  the  same  as  a  de- 
mand certificate  of  deposit? 

A.  Practically  the  same.  I  feared  I  was  causing  some  con- 
fusion by  the  term  "cashier's  check." 

Q.  Is  it  a  system  of  keeping  account  of  a  deposit  which  is 
resorted  to  very  frequently,  or  isn't  it? 

A.  Why,  it  is  a  convenience.  People  who  have  no  check  ac- 
counts avail  themselves  of  it  frequently.  If  you  were  to  pay 
a  bill  in  Chicago  you  would  probably  go  to  the  banker  and  ask 
for  a  Chicago  draft;  but  if  you  lived  in  a  large  community  and 
intended  to  pay  a  number  of  bills  in  that  community,  to  relieve 
yourself  of  going  to  each  individual  you  would  probably  go  to 
Hie  bank,  if  you  hadn't  <i  check  account,  and  ask  them  to  give 
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you  ;i  number  of  cashier's  cheeks  payable  to  yourself,  or  to  the 

person  you  intended  to  |>;iy.  and  you  could  then  drop  them  in 
the  mail. 

<(>.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  this  accounl  was  put  in 
ihis  form?  Thai  is.  do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  Senator 
Stephenson  did  not  have  this  $98,000  deposited  in  the  ordinary 
manner,  and  check  againsl  it  in  the  way  it  is  ordinarily  done.' 

A.  Xo.  I  don't  think  Senator  Stephenson  gave  any  instruc- 
tions in  relation  to  that  at  all. 

(^.  Wouldn't  that  have  been  a  much  more  simple  and  open 
method  of  conducting  the  transaction.' 

A.    I  think  it  would. 

Q.  You  think,  by  roughly  estimating  it.  that  about  15%  of 
this  amount  was  paid  out  in  currency  .' 

A.  Yes.  1  might  state  why.  Possibly  KK/r  would  he  pay- 
able in  currency.  I  think  it  is  the  rule  of  the  post  offices  in 
the  larger  communities  to  ask  for  currency  in  the  payment  of 
stamps. 

Q.   Is  that  true  in  Milwaukee.' 

A.  Why.  without  being  willing  to  say  positively.  I  think  that 
is  generally  true. 

(,).  Don't  they  often  accept  cheeks  for  large  amounts — or 
drafts —  in  payment  for  large  amounts  of  stamps? 

A.  I  couldn't  say.  1  had  the  understanding  that  that  be- 
comes a  matter  of  personal  responsibility  upon  the  part  of  the 
postmaster.  If  he  takes  a  check  from  a  person  that  is  not  re- 
sponsible the  government  throws  it  onto  him. 

Q.  The  same  as  anybody  else  who  accepts  a  check;  if  he 
takes  it  and  it  is  not  good,  he  loses  it .' 

Mr.  lnoalls:  They  are  a  good  deal  more  particular  than 
ordinary  individuals. 

(^.  These  checks  that  you  received  from  Mr.  Yan  Cleve  were 
checks  drawn  by  Senator  Stephenson  in  favor  of  .Mr.  Yan 
Cleve  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  those  checks  were 
drawn  to  Mr.  Yan  Cleve.  and  then  passed  through  his  hands. 
and  then  went  through  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank,  to  individ- 
uals? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Ingalls:     I  suggesl   thai   the  witness  ought  to  Limit  his 

answer  to  what  he  knows  from  Senator  Stephenson. 

Witness:  Mr.  Stephenson  had  fixed  ideas,  I  think,  as  to 
how  much  he  wanted  to  spend. 

Q.  That  is,  he  told  you  so? 

A.  No,  he  never  slated  any  idea.  bu1  he  thought  a  primary 
election — 

Mr.  Ingalls:  (interrupting)  Now,  unless  this  witness  is 
testifying  from  actual  information  from  Mr.  Stephenson,  I  ob- 
ject to  his  testimony  on  that  subject. 

By  Mr.  Husting :     As  long  as  he  volunteers  it — 

Mi-.  Ingalls:  (interrupting)  I  object  to  it,  if  he  volunteers 
it.  We  don't  want  any  testimony  unless  it  goes  to  the  propo- 
sition. 

The  Chairman :  I  suppose  Ave  ought  not  to  have  hearsay 
testimony,  If  it  is  objected  to  by  any  person.  The  witness 
ought  not  to  indulge  in  speculation,  if  it  is  objected  to.  I  only 
intended  to  ask  the  witness  what  he  knew  about  it  himself. 

Q.  I  think  I  will  ask  the  witness  if  he  knew  why  this  was 
done;  that  is,  of  his  own  knowledge  or  from  any  statement 
Senator  Stephenson  has  made  to  him.  That  is  all  I  intended 
to  ask  you  about. 

A.  Mr.  Van  Cleve  lives  in  Marinette,  and  is  a  close  friend  of 
Senator  Stephenson 's ;  and  when  money  was  needed  we  fre- 
quently made  the  need  known  to  him. 

il  To  Mr.  Van  Cleve  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  why  didn't  you  make  it  known  to  Senator  Stephen- 
son direct? 

A.  Because  this  was  usually  done  by  telephone,  and — I  don't 
know  just  how  to  answer  that.  I  know  the  fact,  but  I  cannot 
express  it  so  it  will  express  precisely  the  meaning. 

Q.  Were  you  instructed  by  Senator  Stephenson  to  call  upon 
Mr.  V;ui  Cleve  instead  of  upon  him  personally? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  you  know.  then,  that  Mr.  Van  Cleve  was  the  man 
to  call  up  by  'phone? 

A.  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  as  I  stated  before,  is  a  rather  close  friend 
of  Senator  Stephenson's,  and  he  would  sometimes  understand 
the  need  a  great  deal  quicker  than  Senator  Stephenson  would. 
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<t>.  Now,  the  greater  portion  of  this  amounl  came  into  your 
hands  ;is  ;i  sort  of  private  banker  for  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Thai  is.  Senator  Stephenson  would  draw  a  check,  either 
mi  the  Marshall  cV.  [lsley  Bank,  oi  which  yon  are  cashier,  or  on 
some  other  bank  in  favor  of  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  and  those  checks 
would  come  to  the  Marshall  *.V.  [lsley  Bank  from  Mr.  Van  Cleve? 

A.  Oh,  yes. 

(»).  And  if  the  checks  were  on  the  Marshal]  &  [lsley  Bank  the 
fund  would  be  transferred  from  the  Marshall  &  [lsley  Bank 
into  your  hands  as  Senator  Stephenson's  private  hanker,  and 
you  would  disburse  it  in  that  capacity  upon  the  order  of  Mr. 
Edmonds  or  Mr.  Sackett? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  true,  is  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

<t>.  Now.  as  ;i  banker  I  want  to  ask  you  if  that  is  a  usual  or 
customary  manner  of  handling  funds  through  a  hank? 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.  It  is  an  extremely  unusual  and  cumbersome  method.' 

A.  Yes,  sir,  very  unusual. 

Q.  And  as  I  understood  your  testimony  yesterday,  in  your 
capacity  as  private  banker  of  Senator  Stephenson's  for  the 
purposes  of  this  campaign,  the  only  account  }rou  kept  of  that 
transaction  was  upon  an  envelope  in  which  those  checks  were 
kept  ! 

A.  The  paying  teller. kept  that  account,  yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  that  is  the  only  account  that  you  or  the  paying  teller", 
or  anybody  else  in  the  bank,  kept  of  that  transaction  .' 

A.  Yres,  sir. 

Q.  And  when  the  campaign  was  over  you  turned  those 
checks — Or  orders  they  were,  weren't  they.' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.— orders,  hack  to  Mr.  Saekett? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

<v>.  And  the  envelope  was  destroyed? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  left  you  with  absolutely  no  account  or  memoran- 
dum whatever  of  any  kind  to  enable  you  to  tell  what  became 
of  those  funds? 
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A.  Excepl  ;i  receipt  for  the  total. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Will  you  pardon  me,  Mr.  Chairman.  1  d<»  qo1 
\v;m1  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  your  examination  of  iliis 
witness,  but  I  do  want  to  have  every  fad  connected  with  Ihis 
campaign  fully  and  completely  brought  out.  1  am  not  here, 
and  Mr.  Black  is  not  here,  as  an  obstructionist,  and  whenever  I 
interrupt,  if  L  venture  to  do  so  in  this  examination,  i1  is  along 
the  same  line  that  you  are  pursuing;  and  will  be  to  the  end. 
With  that  statement  I  am  justified  in  saying  that  I  want  the 
witness  to  understand  that  question;  and  I  ask  him  now  to  lis- 
ten to  the  reporter  read  it.  This  is  no  reflection  upon  brother 
Puelicher.  It  could  only  be  to  fully  understand  the  question.  I 
call  attention  to  that  last  answer. 

The  following  testimony  was  hereupon  read  by  the  reporter : 
"Q.  And  when  the  campaign  was  over  you  turned  those 
"cheeks — or  orders  they  were,  weren't  they  .' 
"A.  Yes,  sir. 

"Q.  — orders,  back  to  Mr.  Sackett? 
"A.  Yes,  sir. 

"Q.  And  the  envelope  was  destroyed.' 
"A.  Yes,  sir. 

"Q.  So  that  left  you  with  absolutely  no  account  or  mem- 
"orandum  whatever  of  any  kind  to  enable  you  to  tell  whal 
"became  of  those  funds? 

"A.   Except  a  receipt  for  the  total." 

Witness:  When  you  said  "orders"  you  didn't  mean  cash- 
ier's checks? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Listen  to  that  question:  "Left  you  with  noth- 
ing in  that  bank,"  the  question  says,  "in  any  way  accounting 
for  the  disposition  of  those  funds."  Where  is  your  cashier's 
checks?     Don't  they  show.' 

Witness:  Are  you  asking  me  that?  I  do  not  get  the  drift 
of  that. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  Mr.  Puelicher  understood  my  ques- 
tion as  I  intended  it.  Mr.  Puelicher  has  attempted  to  distin- 
guish between  himself  as  private  banker  for  Senator  Stephen- 
son for  the  purposes  of  this  campaign,  and  himself  as  cashier 
of  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank ;  and  just  now  I  was  only  intend- 
ing to  inquire  about  his  record  in  the  former  capacity. 
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.Mr.  Hyzer:  The  question,  however,  is  much  broader,  and  I 
did  1 1 < » t  w;itii  the  record  to  show  that.  It  excluded  those  cash- 
ier's checks. 

Witness:  May  I  answer  it  as  broadly  as  Mr.  Hyzer  under- 
stood it  '■ 

The  ( !hairma  a  :     Yes. 

A.  Il  left  in  the  banks  the  cashier's  checks,  and  the  drafts, 
tluit  were  used  during  the  campaign  for  the  disbursement  of 
funds.     Docs  thai  answer  it ;' 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Yes.     That  was  85%  of  it. 

Witness:      I  understood  it  as  the  chair  intended  it. 

The  Chairman:  1  think  the  questions  which  preceded  it  would 
indicate,  perhaps  not  clearly  enough,  but  would  indicate  that  that 
was  the  capacity  that  I  was  examining  in  at  that  time. 

(  ).  Mow,  then,  as  cashier  of  the  Marshall  &  llsley  Bank  you 
would  have  sonic  record  of  what  you  estimate  to  be  about  85  per 
cent  of  these  disbursements  in  the  form  of  cashier's  checks,  or 
drafts? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

(  ).  And  that  would  leave  about  15  per  ecu*  which  neither  you, 
in  your  capacity  as  private  hanker  of  Senator  Stephenson,  or  in 
your  capacity  as  cashier  of  the  Marshall  &  llsley  Bank,  would  have- 
no  record  of,  of  any  kind  J. 

A.   No,  there  would  he  no  record  of  that. 

Mr.  Bray:  Did  you  place  the  amount  at  85  per  cent.  I  believe 
Mr.  Marsh  said  "85  percent 

A.  I  said  about.  It  is  an  estimate.  I  couldn't  state  that  with 
any  positiveness. 

Q.  Then  there  would  be  about  15  per  cent  of  it  that  you  would 
be  unable  to  testify  with  reference  to,  where  it  went  to  or  for  what 
purpose,  in  either  capacity — 15  per  cent  of  the  $98,000? 

A.    Now?     <  >r,  in  connection  with  an  account ." 

(  ).    Yes.  either  way. 
A.    In  connection  with  the  account,  the  account  would  show. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     ().  What  account  ? 

().  You  assume,  of  course,  that  there  was  an  account  kept  of 
these  expenditures  by  someone  in  'he  Stephenson  campaign? 

O.  Well,  I  don't  know  about  that.     I  am  trying  to  find  out. 

A.  Well,  there  was. 

().  Is  that  account  in  your  possession  or  under  your  control? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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( ).  Then  you  would  not  be  able  to  tell  from  that,  would  you, 
where  this  $15,000  went  to;  if  that  account  isn't  in  your  possession 
or  under  your  control  you  wouldn't  be  able  to  tell  from  that,  unless 
you  could  see  it  ? 

A.   Unless  I  could  see  it. 

Q.  You  have  no  possession  or  control  of  any  writing  of  any 
kind,  in  any  capacity,  either  as  banker  of  Senator  Stephenson  or 
cashier  of  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank,  or  in  any  other  capacity, 
from  which  you  could  determine  how  that  $15,000  was  expended? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  kept  that  account  1 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q-  Who  was  it  ? 

A.  Mr.  Sackett. 

Q.  And  so  far  as  you  know  has  Mr.  Sackett  that  account  yet  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  as  far  as  I  know. 

Q-  Have  you  seen  that  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  lately  have  you  seen  it? 

A.  Within  ten  days,  I  should  say. 

O-   And  in  whose  possession  was  it  then? 

A.  Mr.  Sackett's. 

Q-  Where  did  you  see  Mr.  Sackett  ? 

A.  In  Milwaukee. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  Mr.  Sackett  left  Milwaukee? 

A.  Is  there  a  calendar  here  somewhere  ? 

Q.  This  is  the  19th. 

A.  This  is  the  19th.     Monday 

Q-  Monday  was  the  15th. 

A.  I  think  he  left  Milwaukee  a  week  ago  Monday. 

Mr.  Hyzer :     What  was  the  da'e — Monday  ? 

Mr.  Bray:     It  was  the  8th. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Q.  What  day  of  the  month  was  a  week  ago  Mon- 
day? 

A.  That  was  the  8th. 

Mr.  Hyzer  :     Q.  February  8th  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  February  8th,  that  you  saw  Mr.  Sackett  in  Milwaukee? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O-  Was  that  the  da^e  on  which  you  saw  the  account  last;  this 
account  that  you  have  referred  to.  that  Mr.  Sackett  kept  of  the 
campaign  expenses  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  account  an  account  in  detail,  showing  to  whom, 

when  and  for  what  purpose  !he  expenditure  was  made? 

A.   I  should  say  largely  si >. 

(  ).  Just  where  in  Milwaukee  did  you  see  thai  accounl  on  that 
day? 

V   In  tlir  office  of  Cary,  Qpham  &  Black. 

Q.  Was  it  at  the  time  the  expense  account  of  Senator  Stephen- 
son was  being  prepared  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q-   I  hid  you  seen  that  account  lie  fore? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(  ).   Had  you  taken  any  part  in  keeping  it? 

Mr.  Ifyzer:     Q.   Keeping  possession  of  it? 

O.  (continued  )  In  making  the  account,  or  directing  the  making 
of  it? 

A.   Now,  let  me  see.     Why.  yes,  I  think  T 

(J.  (interrupting)  Was  Senator  Stephenson  present  when  you 
-aw  the  account? 

A.    Xo,  sir. 

Q.  He  was  in  Milwaukee  at  that  'ime,  was  he? 

A.   1  le  was.  yes,  sir. 

O-  Did  Senator  Stephenson  have  possession  of  it  at  any  time, 
to  your  knowledge? 

A.   Xot  to  my  knowledge. 

0.  Did  Senator  Stephenson  ever  examine  that  account,  to  your 
knowledge? 

A.   Xot  to  my  knowledge. 

Q-  Did  you  assist  in  making  up  'his  account  which  was  filed 
with  the  secretary  of  state  for  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  I  should  hardly  say  "assist." 

0-  Have  you  any  knowledge  as  to  whether  that  account  is  still 
in  Milwaukee,  or  whether  Mr.  Sackett  took  it  fo  Washington  with 
him? 

A.   T  think  Mr.  Sackett  took  it  with  him  to  Washington. 

O.  Where  is  Mr.  Sackett's  home" 

A.  T  think  Berlin.  Wis.     T  don't  want  to  state  that  positively. 

0.  Did  you  see  that  on  different  occasions  during  that  same 
week,  or  the  preceding  week. — that  account  ? 

A.  Let  me  see:  I  think  Mr.  Sackett  came  to  Milwaukee  Monday 
morning,  or  Sunday  night ;  either  that  Monday  morning  or  the 
Sunday  evening  before  Monday,  the  8th.     I  don't  think  I  saw  him 
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Sunday.  I  don't  remember  that.  1  don't  think  I  saw  him  until 
Monday. 

( ).  You  think  Monday,  the  8th  of  February,  was  the  only  date 
on  which  you  saw  this  account  you  speak  of? 

A.  Al  any  time? 

( ).  At  any  time  recently  ? 

A.  Within  the  period  you  state,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  had  you  seen  it  prior  to  that  time,  the  last  time  ? 

A.  Uefore  it  was  completed?  There  were  some  payments 
made — 1  saw  it  some  time  in  October,  when  the  account  was  in 
process  of  being  made  up. 

Q.  And  you  think  you  had  not  seen  it  from  ( )ctober  until  Febru- 
ary 8th  ? 

A.    Xo,  I  don't  remember  that. 

Q.  Who  was  present  when  you  saw  it  .on  the  8th? 

A.   Why,  Mr.  Sackett  and  myself. 

Q.  Anyone  else? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds  may  have  been  present,  hut  I  will  not  s'ate 
that  positively. 

O-  When  you  speak  of  Mr.  Sackett  coming  to  Milwaukee  a  few 
days  before  Monday,  did  he  come  from  Washington,  or  his  home 
at  Berlin  ? 

A.  Washington. 

O-  Do  you  know  for  what  purpose  he  was  in  Milwaukee? 

A.  Why,  he  came  to  Milwaukee  largely  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
pleting that  account. 

O.  Completing  this  account  which"  was  filed  wi'h  the  secretary 
of  state,  or  that  account  which  he  had  been  keeping-? 

A.  To  bring  down  his  account  right  to  date,  and  to  prepare  the 
account  for  the  secretary  of  state. 

Q.  I  think  you  said  you  turned  all  of  those  orders  back  to  Mr. 
Sackett  in  October,  as  you  remember? 

A.  Yes,  I  said  I  thought  in  October. 

O-  And  when  did  you  take  a  receipt  for  those  orders? 

A.  When  the  account  was  finally  completed. 

O-  And  that  was  on  February  8th  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  might  have  determined  the  date  from  'his  (re- 
ferring to  memorandum) . 

Q.  Did  you  turn  over  any  checks  or  orders  when  you  took  that 
receipt  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  They  had  all  been  turned  over  as   Far  back  as  Octobei 
\  i  m  reci  ilh  ct  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(  ).   At  thai  time  you  took  no  receipts  for  'linn  : 

A.    No,  Mr. 

(  ).   But  on  the  8th  <  f  Februai  \  y  n  '<  ok  a  receipt  ? 

A.  Y"es,  sir. 

(  ).  You  have  the  receipt  here : 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

(  I  Landing  receipt  to  the  chairman. ) 

Q.  Then  From  (  October,  or  about  (  I'ctober,  up  to  the  8th  of  Fe1> 
ruary,  you  were  without  any  receipt,  vouchers  or  memorandum  oi 
any  kind,  showing  that  you  had  paid  out  'his  $98,1  00?  I  am  ask- 
ing you  now  with  reference  to  what  you  had  in  your  capacity  as 
hanker  of  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  None  except  the  rec  >rds  in  the  bank;  the  cashier's  check  . 
and  that. 

O-  And  as  banker  of  Senator  Stephenson  you  did  nit  have 
those? 

A.   Xo,  sir. 

O-  I  think  your  accoun*.  as  given  to  us.  shows  that  you  received 
$101,400.00? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(  ).   Your  receipt  shows  that  you  had  paid  out  $98,083.72? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  leaves  a  balance  of  about  $3,300  that  this  receipl  does 
not  acci  Hint  for? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  had  been  done,  if  anything,  with  reference  to  dial? 

A.  Well,  I  have  got  *o  account  to  Senator  Stephenson  lor  dial. 

(  ).   I'])  to  the  present  time  you  have  not  ? 

A.  Only  partially.  I  am  holding  some  money  to  take  care  oi 
whatever  expenses  are 

(  ).    (interrupting)    T  didn't  get  the  balance  of  that  antwer. 

A.    (continued)   are  being  incurred  at  the  presem  time. 

O.  Is  that  in  your  hands  in  your  capacity  as  hanker  of  Senator 
Stephenson,  or  cashier  of  the  Marshall  &  [lsley  lank? 

A.   Xo.  that  is  personal. 

O-  You  haven't  here  in  Madis<  n  the  cashier's  checks  with  you, 
have  you,  that  you  spoke  of? 

A.  Xo,  sir. 
21 
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(  >.  When  could  you  get  them  here  if  you  were  subpoenaed  as 
cashier  of  the  bank  ? 

A.  As  soon  as  I  could  go  back  and  come. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Q.   You  could  have  them  here  Tuesday? 

.\.  I  could  come  here  Monday,  if  "hey  want ;  any  time  they  say  : 
Monday  or  Tuesday. 

Mr.  Black:     lie  could  have  diem  here  Tuesday  morning. 

Witness :     Certainly. 

The  Chairman:  Any  member  of  the  committee  wish  to  exam- 
ine Mr.  Puelicher? 

By  Senator  Husting : 

( ).   When  you  turned  over  these  orders,  .Mr.   Puelicher,  to  Mr. 
Sackett,  did  you  take  a  list  or  memorandum  of  the  amounts  of  the 
orders  turned  over  fo  him? 
A.    Xo.  sir. 

Q.   What  did  the  paying  teller  have  to  show  where  the  money 
went  to  that  he  paid  out  on  these  orders? 
A.  The  paying  teller? 
Q.  Yes. 

A.  Why,  he  was  not  responsible  in  the  matter  at  all. 
(.,).  Wasn't  the  paying  teller  in  charge  of  this  fund  that  was 
put  in  the  envelope  '! 

A.    He  simply  handled  that  for  me. 

Q.   He   had   a    personal    responsibility   there,   did    he.   to  show 
where  he  paid  the  money  out  of  this  envelope? 

A.  Yes,  I  suppose  there  was  a  personal  responsibility. 
Q.  Did  he  keep  a  memorandum  of  the  amounts  that  he  paid 
out  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 
Q.  You  think  not? 
A.  No. 

Q.  What  did  you  keep  in  your  possession  as  vouchers  to  show 
how  this  money  was  paid  out.  this  secret  fund — this  fund  in  the 
envelope,.  T  should  say.     T  withdraw  the  word  "secret." 
Mr.  Whitman:     Tt  is  not  proper  cross  examination. 
A.  There   are    in    the   bank   today   85%,   T   should   say.    very 
nearly,  in  cashier's  checks,  that  will  show  what  was  done  with 
that  much  of  the  money. 
Q.  T  refer  to  this  15%, 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [NVESTIGATION.      323 

A.  Nothing  at  all,  excepl  the  correctness  of  the  aceounl  in  the 
hands  of  the  other  man  who  made  up  the  account. 

Q.   Which  other  man 

A.   Mr.  Sackett. 

Q.  Well,  now.  whal  I  am  trying  to  gel  al  is:  [low  did  the 
paying  teller,  or  you,  keep  track  of  where  the  15%,  amounting 
to  something  like  $15,000,  wenl  to .' 

A.   We  did  ool  keep  track.     You  mean  foi   whal   purpose? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  We  did  qo1  keep  i  rack. 

<L>.  Isn't  i1  usual  for  a  disbursing  officer  to  keep  track  of  where 
he  pays  the  money,  and  to  keep  vouchers,  in  order  to  balance 
his  aceounl   when  he  turns  it  over  to  his  principal  .' 

A.  I  should  imagine  thai  were  so,  if  there  were  no  one  else  to 
keep  i  he  account. 

<v>.  Why  did  you  return  the  vouchers  to  Mr.  Sackett,  the  one 
who  issued  1  hose  orders  .' 

A.  Largely  on  the  basis  thai  when  yon  gel  your  checks  thai 
when  they  are  paid  they  are  returned  to  you. 

Q.  Yes,  thai  is  true  of  your  checks;  bu1  here  Mr.  Sacketl  was 
disbursing  money  belonging  to  someone  else,  upon  his  orders. 
The  orders  started  with  him.  and  they  were  returned  to  him, 
and  how  was  the  principal  informed?  Thai  is  whal  I  am  trying 
to  gel  at. 

A.  T  have  never  heard  of  a  political  campaign  organizing  a 
set  of  books  and  having  an  auditor  watch  them. 

0-  "Do  you  think  there  is  likely  to  be  anything  there  thai  an 
auditor  would  not  like  to  see  .' 

A.  No,  1  do  not;  but  T  do  know  that  in  political  campaigns 
vou  do  not  have  an  organized  office  force,  particularly  when  the 
campaign  is  run  for  so  short  a  period.  When  there  is  a  state- 
wide organization  that  has  1"  be  thrown  together  in  practically 
two  months,  that  you  do  not  have  bookkeepers,  and  the  regular 
running  force  of  men  thai  you  would  in  a  regular  business. 

Q.  But  isn't  it  usual,  even  in  political  campaigns    for  Hie  man 
a^rers  and  disbursing  officers  to  make  some  account  to  their  prin- 
cipal as  to  where  the  money  went  to  and  how  it  was  paid.' 

A.  That  amount  was  made  in  total  to. Mr.  Stephenson,  who 
filed  it  with  the  secretary  of  state,  as  T  understand. 

Q.  Was  there  any  detailed  account  made  to  Mr.  Stephenson 
showing — 
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A.  No,  sir.  II'  you  ever  learn  Id  know  Mr.  Stephenson,  you 
will  know  thai  In'  dislikes  detail,  he  won't  have  anything  to  do 
with  detail.  Ho  has  been  used  to  deal  in  Large  sums  all  his  life, 
details  don  't  appeal  to  him. 

Q.   Is  thai  true  also  in  his  private  business? 

A.  I  am  nol  conversanl  enough  with  Mr.  Stephenson's  private 
affairs  to  state  that. 

Q.  Bu1  you  profess  t<»  be  conversanl  enough  with  this  char- 
acterisl  ics  to  test  ilY  on  I  ha1  subjed  '. 

A.    Yes. 

(x).  Are  you  ready  to  testify  that  he  uever  exacts  an  account 
from  his  officers  and  agents  in  his  private  business,  knowing  how 
they  expend  his  money  ■ 

A.    I  am  not  familiar  enough  to  know  that. 

Q.  You  say  that  Mr.  Sackett  brought  his  accounts  down  to 
Milwaukee  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  keep  his  record  there.' 

A.  I? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.   Why.  it  was  his  record. 

Q.  Yes.  but  did  you  not  know  there  was  an  investigation  on 
here,  and  that  you  were  to  furnish  and  bring  all  the  accounts, 
records,  and  palters  to  this  investigating  committee  .' 

A.  I  hadn't  been  subpoenaed. 

Q.  0,  you  hadn't  been  subpoenaed  at  the  time.' 

A.  No  sir.  And  furthermore,  the  account  is  Mr.  Sacked  's. 
I  can't  bring  what  belongs  to  him  before  this  committee. 

Q.  Well,  you  were  somewhat  concerned  in  Mr.  Sackett 's  ac- 
count. wert1  you  not  .' 

A.  Was  I?  As  to  the  correctness  of  it  f  Absolutely,  yes  sir; 
absolutely  concerned. 

Q.  When  you  prepared  this  statement  in  the  presence  of  your- 
self and  Mr.  Sacked  and  possibly  Mr.  Edmonds,  was  anyone 
else  present,  the  attorneys  for  instance? 

A.  What  statement? 

Q.  This  statement  of  expenditures  that  has  been  filed  by  Mr. 
Stephenson  ? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  That  has  already  been  gone  over.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  don't  think  it  is  necessary  to  re-cover  the  same  subject 
again. 
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The  Chairman:  I  think  Mr.  Puelieher  did  testify  as  to  who 
was  presenl  at  that  time.  I  think  he  testified  thai  he  wasn'1 
certain  whether  Mr.  Edmonds  was  presenl  or  not,  thai  he  and 
Mr.  Saeketl   and  possibly   Mr.   Edmonds  were  present. 

{{.  I  am  asking  you  whether  the  attorneys  Cary  and  Black 
were   present. 

Mr.  lupins:  I  objed  to  the  question  as  immaterial  as  to 
whether  they  were  or  not.  It  doesn'1  concern  us  how  many 
lawyers  were  present  when  this  statement  was  drawn.  These 
rich  fellows  are  likely  to  have  a  dozi  n  lawyers. 

Senator  Husting:  I  don't  know  what  concerns  you,  Mr.  In- 
galls, but  1  profess  to  know  what    I  think — 

Mr.  Engalls:  Well,  you  can't  have  all  you  think  in  this 
record. 

Senator  Husting:  Well  I  am  not  going  to  permit  you  to  be 
the  judge  alone. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Well,  1  make  the  objection,  and  it  can  be  ruled 
upon  and  let  the  committee  say  whether  that  question  is  ma- 
terial or  not. 

The  Chairman:  Of  course  if  it  comes  to  the  question  of 
serious  objection,  the  committee  will  have  to  decide  the  matter. 
But  so  far  as  materiality  is  concerned,  personally  I  would  think 
thai  there  ought  to  be  a  wide  latitude  given  to  the  examination. 
Of 'course  when  we  get  to  hearsay  testimony,  or  things  of  thai 
kind,  that  is  a  different  proposition.  I  don't  know  how  the  rest 
of  the  committee  feel  about  that. 

Mr.  Bray:  Mr.  Puelieher  has  testified  that  he  and  Mr. 
Sacketl  were  presenl  and  perhaps  Mr.  Edmonds  was  present, 
hut   that   there  was  no  one  else  present. 

Senator  Husting:  I  have  forgotton  whether  he  said  no  one 
else  was  present  or  not. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  suggest  that  we  have  the  record  read.  The 
question  of  whether  or  not  the  attorneys  were  present  isn't 
very  material. 

Mr.   [ngalls:     That  depends  on  how  long  it  is  to  continue. 

The    Chairman:     If    it    just    thai    one    question,    perhaps    we 
•had  better  save  time  by  having  it   answered  instead  of  looking 
back  to  the  record.     Shall  we  call   Mr.  Welch  back  and  have  the 
record  read? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  haven't  any  objection  to  the  question,  except 
as  a  matter  of  time. 
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Senator  Husting:  I  think  we  have  delayed  now  long  enough 
in  this  discussion   to  have  had   fifty  questions  answered. 

Mr.    Whitman  :      Now.  only  this  on< 

Senator  Husting:  !  don'1  think  there  has  been  much  repeti- 
tion of  the  questions  thai    1  have  asked. 

The  Chairman:  I  am  oo1  clear  whether  Mr.  Puelicher  said 
i ne  else  was  presenl  or  nol. 

Mr.  Puelicher:  And  1  am  not  clear  as  to  what  the  question 
was  precisely.  Now.  when  you  ask  a'oont  one  account,  a  detailed 
account,  I  would  have  to  answer  in  one  way.  If  you  mean  the 
account  thai  was  handed  into  the  secretary  of  state,  thai  would 
require  another  answer. 

The  Chairman:  Which  one  were  you  inquiring  about,  Sen- 
ator  I  lusting  .' 

Senator  Husting:  I  am  asking  him  whether  the  attorneys 
were    presenl    when    the   statement    was   prepared. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  don't  make  the  objection  on  the  ground  as  to 
how  he  may  have  testified  before,  it  is  unimportant  ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  the  (piestiou  as  to  whether  or  not  the  lawyers  were 
present  when  a  stalemeiil  was  made,  or  whether  they  were  not. 
is  unimportant. 

Senator  Husting:  Well,  when  the  attorneys  gel  on  the  stand 
and  say  that  they  assisted  Mr.  Stephenson  in  making  this,  that 
they  would  not  permit  him  to  execute  this  until  they  had  ex- 
amined into  it.  I  have  a  right  to  have  it.  They  stood  upon  their 
privilege  as  attorneys;  now  1  have  a  right  to  know  from  .Mr. 
Puelicher  whether  they  were  there,  he  hasn't  the  same  priv- 
ilege. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     That  doesn't  make  it  material  at  all. 

Senator    Husting:     Materiality    in    cross-examination    isn'1 

the 

Mr.  Ingalls:  You  aren't  cross-examining  him.  Von  don't 
intend  to,  do  you  .' 

Senator  Husting:     It  is  in  the  nature  of  cross-examination. 

Mr.  [ngalls:     You  are  wrong  about  thai  entirely. 

Senator  Husting:  Nol  at  all,  sir.  An  inquisitorial  exami- 
nation, every  attorney  knows,  is  in  the  nature  of  cross-exa  ini- 
tial ion. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  1  will  admit  that  you  probably  know  more 
aboul  that  than  I  do.  Now,  1  insist  on  the  objection  and  the 
commit  tee  rule  upon  it. 
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The  Chairman :  I  think  perhaps  we  will  have  to  call  the  roll 
here.     .Mr.  Bray,  what  do  you  say  in  this  objection? 

Air.  Bray:      Well.  I  am  not  a  lawyer. 

Mi'.  ( 'ha  in  nan  :     We  will  Leave  it  to  you  then. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  don't  think  it  is  material,  bu1  I  would  like  to 
have  it  answered. 

Tin-  Chairman:     What  is  your  vote  in  favor  of  answering? 

Mr.  Bray:     No. 

The  Chairman:     That  is,  againsl  answering? 

Mr.  Bray:     Yes. 

The  Chairman:     And  Mr.  Ingalls? 

Mr.  tngalls:     I  am  in  favor  of  the  objection. 

The  Chairman  :     You  vote  no  .' 

Ml1,  tngalls  :      I  vote  no. 

The  Chairman:     Mr.  Hambrecht? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     1  am  in  favor  of  the  objection. 

The  Chairman  :      Mr.  Whitman.' 

Mr.  Whitman:     I  should  vote  no. 

The  Chairman:     Mr.  Chappie? 

Mr.  Chappie :     I  vote  no. 

The  Chairman:     Senator  Husting? 

Senator  Husting :     Aye. 

The  Chairman:     Senator  Morris? 

Senator  Morris :     Aye 

The  Chairman:  The  chairman  votes  aye.  I  believe  under 
thf  resolution  that  requires  the  question  to  be  answered. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     The  question  is  whether  it  is  material,  still.' 

The  Chairman:  Well,  I  take  it  that  was  what  the  vote  was 
on. 

Senator  Husting:     I  now  object  to  Mr.  Ingall's  objecting. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  think  the  question  of  materiality  is  still  open. 
I  don't  think  three  men  can  admit  testimony  here  that  isn't 
material.     Where  is  your  limit,  if  you  can  do  so? 

Senator  Morris:  I  think  under  the  resolution  three  men  can 
force  the  witness  to  answer  unless  he  refuses.  If  he  refuses  to 
answer,  it  is  up  to  the  legislature. 

Mr.  Ingalls:      I  don't  think  so.     I  don't  take  that   view  of  it. 

The  Chairman:  The  question  is  of  so  little  importance  I 
don't  think  it  ought  to  take  the  time  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     This  is  a  good  place  to  test  it. 
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Senator  .Morris:  II'  the  witness  wauls  to  refuse  to  answer,  it 
is  his  privilege.  Three  members  of  this  committee  can  re- 
quire answers,  as  I  understand  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  J  don't  think  under  the  scope  of  thai  resolu- 
tion that  any  three  members  here  can  require  a  witness  here  to 
answer  something  that  has  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  this 
examination. 

Senator  Morris :      Who  is  to  judge  that  if  not  the  committee  .' 

Senator  Busting:     The  legislature  has  already  judged  upon  it. 

Mr.  [ngalls:      It  hasn't.      I  helped  draw  it.    1  know  what  it  is. 

Senator  Husting:  Please  look  at  i1  then  and  inform  yourself 
as  to  the  contents. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  I  say  1  helped  draw  it  and  1  think  I  know  what 
it   is. 

Senator  Husting:  it  is  certainly  plainly  stated  in  that  reso- 
lution that  any  three  members  of  the  committee  may  admit  an 
answer  to  any  question. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  To  any  question?  Whether  it  is  material  or 
not  .' 

Senator  Husting:  Who  is  going  to  he  the  judge  of  the  ma- 
teriality .' 

The  Chairman:  The  resolution  reads  like  this:  "Any  three 
members  may  require  any  witness  to  he  subpoenaed  and  exam- 
ined and  upon  the  vote  of  any  three  members  the  testimony 
shall    hi'    received." 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Well,  that  is  material  testimony.  Certainly 
can  't    he  anything  else. 

The  Chairman:  My  understanding  was  that  the  benefit  of 
the  doubt  was  to  be  given  in  favor  of  admitting  testimony; 
whenever  three  members  of  the  committee  thought  it  was  ad- 
missible,  it  should  be  received.  That  would  give  either  side  the 
privilege  of  getting  in  testimony  that  they  thought  ought  to  go 
in.  That  is.  instead  of  excluding  testimony,  the  object  was  to 
gel  in  all  the  testimony  thai  we  could  which  any  three  members 
desired  or  might   think  hears  upon  the  question. 

Mi-.  Ingalls:  I  don't  want  to  appear  as  favoring  a  narrow 
espect  of  the  resolution  and  keeping  out  any  testimony  that  is 
legitimate  under  the  scope  of  this  examination,  hut  it  seems  to 
me  if  you  gel  into  a  field  that  has  no  relation  to  this-,  there  will 
he  no  end  to  this  examination. 
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The  Chairman:  I  think  ;ill  the  committee  will  wanl  an  end 
in  it  sometime.  In  fad  the  legislature  has  already  put  a  limit 
upon  it. 

Mr.  Whitman:  II'  the  vote  hadn'1  been  taken  I  would  ask 
the  object.  I  wouldn't  ;isk  thai  now.  The  poinl  I  would  make 
in  voting  would  I"'  I"  register  a  protesl  on  any  question,  no  mat- 
ter  how  small  if  mighl  be  or  unimportant,  if  I  should  feel  that 
it  was  immaterial  to  tl xamination.  Now,  here  is  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  the  attorneys  were  there  or  whether  they  were 
not,  a  question  thai  doesn'1  appeal  to  me  as  material  to  the 
examination.  While  it  is  a  small  matter  and  unimportanl  per- 
haps in  my  mind  as  1<»  whether  they  were  or  were  not,  ye1  in 
voting  upon  these  questions  it  would  be  npon  thai  basis,  to  at- 
templ  a1  the  verj  beginning  to  keep  within  the  scope  of  the 
investigation  and  allow  only  material  questions. 

The  Chairman:  T  have  felt  thai  ;i  greal  deal  of  testimony 
thai  lias  been  taken  here  is  beyond  the  scop-  of  the  resolution, 
lnil  so  far  a.s  I  am  concerned,  if  any  one  member  of  this  com- 
mittee thinks  thai  certain  testimony  is  going  to  bear  upon  this 
question,  either  for  or  against  any  one  of  the  candidates.  I  am 
in  favor  of  letting  it  in.  It  would  do  more  harm  to  exclude 
something,  cover  up  something  than  to  lei  something  in  that 
hasn't  a  direct  bearing  on  the  case. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Tf  course  we  are  all  going  to  be  called  upon 
to  determine  what  is  material,  because  if  we  don't  we  will  gel 
jnto  an  endless  investigation.  So  T  think  it  is  as  well  to  deter- 
mine it  early  in  the  game. 

Senator  Husting:  A  majority  of  this  committee  can  deter- 
mine what  is  materia]  according  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  am  not  kicking  on  the  resolution  a1  all.  I 
am  simply  bringing  the  poinl  up  to  show  I  would  always  vote, 
that  T  would  vote  no.  if  T  thought  it  was  immaterial,  even 
though  the  question  was  important. 

The  Chairman:     T  would  vote  jnsl   the  opposite. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Simply  for  the  reason  thai  there  is  such  an 
endless  scop,,  here  that  we  must  limit  it. 

Senator  Husting:  Tf  the  gentleman  thinks  this  is  outside 
of  the  scope  of  what  we  are  investigating —  We  are  investigat- 
ing this  very  statement,  i  am  trying  to  get  some  in  format  ion  on 
that. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  You  have  your  opinion,  of  course,  and  I  have 
22 
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mine,  but  in  my  opinion  this  is  immaterial  to  the  scope  of  the 
investigation.  Therefore  I  would  say  no.  That  is  all  I  would 
say  in  the  matter.  You,  of  course,  think  otherwise,  and  any 
three  members — - 

Senator  Husting:  Mr.  Puelieher,  will  you  please  answer  the 
question? 

(  Last  question  read.) 

Senator  Morris:      I  think  the  witness  under  the  circumstances 
should  be  told  his  privilege,  that  he  may  answer  if  he  wants  to. 
The  fact  that  three  members  have  voted  that  he  must  answer 
loesn't  bind  the  witness. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     I  don't  know  as  I  have  any — 

The  Chairman:  We  are  glad  to  have  a  suggestion  from  you, 
Mr.  Hyzer.  ^  *!^ 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  don't  know  as  I  have  a  right  to  interrupt,  but 
if  I  have  any  righl  to  interrupt,  T  will  exercise  that  right  by 
begging  the  witness  to  state  the  facts,  if  he  knows,  and  just 
wind  he  knows  about  what  took  place  there  and  who  was  present, 

A.  The  reason  I  hesitated  about  answering  immediately  is,  I 
don't  think  the  question  Senator  Husting  is  putting  now  is  pre- 
cisely the  question  that  you  put  before.  Your  question  I  an- 
swered— 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Without  reference  to  that. 

A.  To  your  question,  as  I  understood  it,  I  answered  that  Mr. 
Sackett  and  myself  and  I  thought  Mr.  Edmonds  were  present. 
The  question  that  Senator  Husting  is  asking  is.  were  the  attor- 
neys present,  or  were  they  present  at  the  preparation  of  the 
statement  that  was  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state?  That  is 
your  question  now. 

Q.  I  will  state  the  question  myself,  Mr.  Puelieher,  if  you 
please.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  attorneys  of  Mr.  Stephen- 
son or  anyone  else  were  there  at  any  time  during  the  prepara- 
tion or  execution  of  this  statement  that  has  been  filed.' 

A.  With  the  secretary? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  think  so,  because  I  understood — I  am  sure,  beeause  one 
attorney  acknowledged  the  document  and  another  attorney,  as  I 
understood  it,   drew — whatever  it  is — 

Q.  The   affidavit? 

A.  The  affidavit. 

Mr.  Whitman:     You  say  that  is  what  you  have  heard.? 
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A.   No,  n<>.     Those  men  must   have  been   presenl   there. 
Mr.  Whitman:     Well,  you  were  present.     I   misunderstood. 

<L>.    1  )id  t  hey  go  iivcr  il   wi1  h  you  .' 

A.   With  me? 

<L>.   Willi  you  or  anyone  el.se  presenl  .' 

A.    I>i<l  lh''\    go  over  the  statement   thai   was  filed? 

<t>.   Well.  I h.-ii  in-  ;i  similar  one? 

A.   ( >r  ;i  copy  nl'  il  1 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Thai   i  don'1  know. 

Mr.  TTyzi-r:  Mr.  Husting,  will  you  lei  in.-  call  the  witness's 
attention  in  the  fact.  He  said  one  of  them  took  the  ac- 
knowledgment. 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     One  of  Mr.  Stephenson's  attorneys? 

A.  \i».  an  attorney. 

Mr.   Hyzer:     A   notary  public  was  called  in.' 

A.   A  notary  public. 

.Mr.   [ngalls:     Tt  shows  for  itself  that  they  didn't. 

A.  I  beg  your  pardon.  Tf  T  remember  right.  I  said  an  at- 
torney look-  tlie  acknowledgment.  Tin-  attorney  was  also  a 
notary  public  hut  the  notary  public  is  an  attorney — this  par- 
ticular  one. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  T  simply  want  to  gel  the  fact  ;is  il  is.  William 
Kaumheimer  is  an  attorney  and  notary  public. 

Mr.  Bray:  Tt  seems  to  me  we  have  too  many  attorneys  in 
(his  thing  all  around. 

Senator  Husting:  Well,  the  lumbermen  are  rather  promi- 
nent, T  think. 

Q.  Xow.  did  you  or  Mr.  Edmonds  or  any  one  else  ever  pre- 
pare a  complete  detailed  account  and  present  it  to  Mr.  Stephen- 
son of  the  entire  expenditure,  or  any  particular  part  thereof,  of 
the  campaign  9 

A.   Did  T.  or  Mr.  Edmonds,  or  anyone.' 

Q.  Or  anyone  else  to  your  knowledg 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge,  Senator. 

Q.  You  did  not  ever  prepare  a  complete  detailed  statement 
of  the  items  of  disbursements  made  by  you1 

A.   Xo.  sir      May  T  just  get  that  question. 

(Question  read.) 

A.  No.  sir. 
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Q.  Did  Senator  Stephenson  ever  demand  a  statement  of  you 

in  detail? 

A.  No,  sir. 

(v).  Did  Mr.  Edmonds  ever  presenl  Mi-.  Stephenson,  to  your 
knowledge,  a  detailed  statement  of  his  administration,  or  liis 
condud  rather  of  the  campaign  .' 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever'  seen  a  complete  detailed  statement  or  a 
partially  complete  statement  in  detail  of  Mr.  Edmonds  of  the 
campaign  that  ho  conducted — I  mean  of  the  disbursements  of 
the  campaign? 

A.  I  have  seen  the  detailed  statement  of  this  portion  of  the 
account  (referring  to  memorandum  identified  at  the  opening  of 
the  morning  session). 

Mr.  Hyzer:     What  portion  .' 

A.  This  portion  thai  1  was  concerned  with.  Dial  1  am  testify- 
ing to  here. 

Q.  Well,  now  what  part  were  you  concerned  with  so  far  as 
disbursing  moneys  is  concerned? 

A.  What  part  was  I  concerned  with? 

Q.  Yes.  Did  all  these  moneys,  all  these  checks  that  went  out 
of  your  bank  pass  through  you  and  were  they  audited  by  you.' 

A.  No.  sir.  As  I  stated  yesterday.  I  was  away  a  portion  of 
August. 

Q.  Well.  I  mean  when  you  were  present,  did  you — 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you.  as  cashier  of  the  bank,  know  or  take  part  in  the 
sending  out  of  drafts  throughout  the  state  in  payment  of  dis- 
bursements of  the  campaign  .' 

A.  I  think  not.  no. 

Q.  In  other  words,  do  you  know  anything  about  the  checks 
thai  you  testified  that  eighty-five  per  cent  of  them  went  through 
the  bank;  did  you  lake  any  notice  of  those  .' 

A.  Those  checks  were  bought  of  a  paying  telle)-  and  they 
don't  come  under  my  notice  at  all  when  they  are  purchased. 

Q.  Now,  I  am  speaking  of  the  eighty-five  per  cent  ? 

A.  Yes,  of  the  eighty-five  per  cent. 

Q.  Well,  did  the  paying  teller  draw  and  send  out  the  cashier's 
checks  or  his  own  checks  . 

A.  The  cashier's  check  is  an  instrument  which  is  sold  to  a 
customer — 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [NVESTIGATION.      333 

(.,).  yes,  I  understand  that. 

A.  Now,  the  customer  in  this  instance  was  the  manager  or 
some  agenl  of  the  Stephensou  campaign.     'I  hey  would  buy  these 

checks  jusi  as  yini  would  if  you  went  in  a  bank,  and  they  would 
scud  them  out. 

Q.  Now.  you  testified  thai  the  books  of  your  bank  contained 
records  of  the  cheeks  scut  .nil  amounting  to  eighty-five  per  cenl 
of  the  fund.     I  understood  you  to  testify  to  that.     Is  thai  true  .' 

A.   Eighty  to  eighty-five  per  cent.     1  think  I  said. 

Q.  Now,  do  the  books  of  your  hank  show  to  whom  these 
amounts  were  sent .' 

A.    Not   the  hooks,  hilt    the  checks  themselves   would. 

(,).   Well,  where  are  those  checks? 

A.  Those  checks  are  the  property  oi  the  hank,  and  are  in  the 
vault. 

Q.  And  are  available  to  the  committee  if  they  want  them.' 

A.  Certainly.  It'  you  subpoena  me  as  an  officer  of  the  bank 
and  demand  the  records,  they  are  eertainly  available  to  you. 
Most  cheerfully,  senator. 

The  Chairman:  1  think  we  had  better  suspend  for  a  few 
minutes. 

(A  short  recess  taken.) 

Receipt  previously  identified  by  the  witness,  dated  February 
8th,  1909,  signed  by  Rodney  Sacket,  marked  Exhibit  44,  is  in 
words  and  figures,  to-wit: 

"February  8.  1909. 
Received  of  J.  II.  Puelicher,  $98,083.72  at  various  times  as 
shown  by  receipts  returned  to  me  at  time  of  settlement,  to  cover 
amount  expended  in   Stephenson  campaign,  the  above   amount 
includes  $11,600.00  credited  to  the  account  of  W.  R.  Knell. 

Rodney  Sacket." 

Q.  How  came  it  that  this  fund  was  put  in  the  hands  of  the 
paying  teller  of  the  bank? 

A.  As  a  matter  of  convenience. 

Q.  Could  not  these  moneys  have  been  checked  out  by  Mr. 
Edmonds? 

A.  Yes. 
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Q.  Wouldn't  thai  be  more  convenient  than  to  have  them 
taken  to  the  paying  teller .' 

A.  Thai  would  have  necessitated  the  drawing  of  a  check  by 
Mr.  Edmonds  each  time.  • 

Q.  Well,  I  understand  there  were  checks  issued  by  the  pay- 
ing Idler — is  that  true  .' 

A.  1  don't  gel  your  question  exactly. 

Q.  1  understood  yon  to  say  thai  these  checks  were  made  out 
by  the  paying  idler .' 

A.  No,  by  an  officer,  a  casher  or  assistant  cashier  by  souk; 
clerk  and  signed  by  an  officer. 

Q.  Of  what? 

A.  Of  the  bank. 

Q.  Well,  1  say.  why  couldn't  Mr.  Edmonds  check  out  this 
money  direct  to  the  people  that  were  to  receive  it?  I  am 
speaking  now  of  the  checks  you  have  in  your  vault. 

A.  Yes. 

(^.   By  whom  were  they  signed  .' 

A.  They  are  cashier's  checks,  senator,  and  are  signed  by  some 
officer  of  the  bank. 

Q.   Upon  whose  orders  were  these  checks  issued.' 

Mr.  Ingalls:  That  subject  has  all  been  gone  into,  Mr.  Chair- 
man.    The  chairman   very  fully  covered  that   in   every  respect. 

Senator  Husting:     1  am  trying  to  get  this  thing  clear. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  he  said  that  all  the  orders  wire  is 
sued   by   Mr.  Sackett  and  Mr.  Edmonds. 

<v>.  As  i  understand  it.  Mr.  Sackett  issued  orders  upon  the 
paying  teller — is  that  true  .' 

A.  Upon  the  paying  teller  as  representing  me,  Senator.  Not. 
as  I  said,  by  a  teller  of  the  bank. 

Q.  No,  hut  in  a   ministerial  or  clerical  capacity.' 

A.    Yes. 

(,).    Then   what   would   he   do  .' 

A.  With  the  order? 

A.  With  the  order  .' 

Q.  Yes. 

A.    Why,  hold   il    as  a   voucher   for  the  money  he  paid  out, 

Q.  1  am  speaking  now  with  reference  to  this  money  that  was 
checked  out  of  the  hank,  the  checks  that  you  have  in  your  vault. 
Wha1   I  am  trying  to  get  at  is  the  method  of  procedure  in  paying 
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the  amount.     It'  yon  have  gone  over  that,  I  haven'1   understood 
it.     For  instance,  there  was  a  bill  paid — 

A.  If  you  were  to  pay  a  bill  with  a  cashier's  check  you  would 
go  to  Mr.  Ringle  and  buy  a  cashier's  check,  and  you  take  pos- 
session of  it   and  you  pay  the  bill. 

Q.  That  isn't  what  1  am  getting  at.  not  how  I  would  do  it, 
hut   how  you  woidd  do  it.     What   was  your  system? 

A.  Mr.  Sackett  sent  them  out,  or  someone  for  him. 

Q.  What  procedure  did  you  have  before  the  check  thai  was 
signed,  that  you  have  in  your  vault,  was  handed  to  Mr.  Sackett  .' 

A.  Why.  he  gave  an  order  to  the  teller. 

Q.    What   did  the  teller  do  then  .' 

A.  The  teller  would  then  instruct  the  draft  clerk  to  draw  a 
check,  which  the  draft  clerk  would  then  hand  to  an  officer  to 
be  signedj  and  he  would  then  hand  the  check  to  Mr.  Sackett. 

Q.  How  would  money  be  deposited  in  the  hank  upon  which 
this  cashier's  check  was  drawn  or  made  out? 

A.   How   would   money   be   deposited.' 

Q.  Against  what  account  were  these  drafts  issued? 

A.   Against  what  account? 

Q.  Yes,  the  money  in  the  hands  of  the  paying  teller? 

A.    Mr.  Stephenson's  senatorial  campaign  fund. 

O-   Which  was  in  the  hands  of  the  teller? 

A.   Yes. 

Q.  Then  the  teller  would  take  the  money  and  deposit  it  in  the 
bank  ? 

A.  The  teller  naturally  had  to  pay  for  the  check.  Let  me 
make  the  transaction  a  little  clearer.  Suppose  Mr.  Sackett 
came  over  to  buy  a  draft.  In  substance  he  would  make  a  requi- 
sition for  say  $1C0,  the  amount  of  the  draft,  then  he  would  turn 
around  and  hand  that  $100  to  the  teller  ami  pay  for  the  draft. 
only  that  the  intermediate  process  is  eliminated. 

Q.  Now,  let  me  see  if  I  understand  the  system.  That  is  what 
I  am  trying  to  gel  at.  Mr.  Stephenson  would  issue  to  Van 
Cleve  some  checks.  These  checks  would  he  sent  to  whom,  to 
the  Marshal]  &  Ilsley  Bank,  would  they  not.' 

A.  To  me. 

Q.  To  you  direct  .' 

A.  To  me. 

Mr.  Bray:     To  you  personally,  or  as  cashier? 

A.  To  me  as  an  individual. 
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Q.  I  would  like  to  have  you  refresh  your  recollection  on  that, 
Mr.   Puelieher. 
Mr.  Bray:     Were  they  the  bank  checks.' 

A.   bet    me  sec.     (Checks  handed   witness.) 

<L).  Here  is  ;i  $15,000  check  signed  Isaac  Stephenson,  issued  to 
.1.  Y;in  Cleve,  for  $15,000.  Now.  will  you  look  ;i(  thai  and  sec 
whether  that  was  indorsed  to  you  personally  or  to  the  Marshall 
,V:    llsley  Bank? 

A.  That  was  indorsed  to  the  Marshall  &   llsley  Hank. 

Q.  Now.  just  lake  a  hold  of  that  cheek  and  follow  that  down. 
Now  that  check  was  issued  by   Isaac  Stephenson? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  .Made  out   payable  to  J.   A.  Van  Cleve? 

A.    Yes. 

Q.  And  Mr.  Van  Cleve  indorsed  thai  over  to  the  Marshall  & 
llsley  Bank? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Just  tell  us  what  happened  between  that  time  and  the 
time  it  got  into  the  paying  teller's  hands  as  a  part  of  the  cam- 
paign fund? 

A.  That  check,  that  ought  to  have  been  indorsed  to  me. 

Q.  Well,  I  know,  but  it  wasn't.  I  am  getting  at  the  pro- 
cedure of  how  that  got  into  the  paying  teller's  bands? 

A.   Probably   through   my   hands. 

Q.   Hut   your   name   docs   not    appear  thereon,   docs    il  :' 

A.  No. 

Q.  Then  after  the  paying  teller — 

A.  Now,  let  me  explain,  senator.  That  is  evidently  simply 
a  clerical  error.     That  has  no  weight  at  all. 

Q.  Well,  never  mind  about  the  weight  of  it.  We  will  dis- 
cuss that  later.     I  am  asking  you  for  facts. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Well,  let  him  explain  the  error  if  be  wauls 
to. 

A.  That  check  should  have  been  made  payable  to  J.  II.  Pue- 
lieher by  J.  A.  Van  Cleve.     That  is  the  intention  of  it. 

Q.  Now,  I  show  you  another  check  dated  August  31st.  i (ay- 
able  to  J.  A.  Van  Cleve.  I  will  ask  you  to  whom  that  was  made 
payable?     (Referring  to  Exhibit  20.) 

A.  That  is  made  payable  to  the  bank. 

Q.  That  is  also  a  clerical  error,  is  it? 

A.  No.  let   me  explain.  Senator.     You  can  send  money  to  Hie 
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bank  payable  to  the  order  of  anyone.  II'  I  wanted  to  gel  some 
money  into  your  hands  at  Mayville,  I  could  send  it  to  the  State 
Bank  at   Mayville  and  direct   them  to  deliver  it   to  you.     Now 

that's  the  substance  of  this.     The  intent   was  thai   this  n •>■ 

should  come  to  me. 

(t>.  Well,  now  I  object  to  your  testifying  as  to  the  intent  of 
somebody  else  unless  you  have  personal  knowledge  of  thai  in- 
tent. 

A.  Well,  I  think  I  can  say  that  I  have  personal  knowledge  of 
that  intent,  because  that  is  what  J  was  doing  at  the  time. 
handling  this  for  Senator  Stephenson. 

Senator  .Morris:     Did  this  money  come  into  your  hands  .' 

A.  That  would  he  pretty  hard  to  say.  That  is  part  of  I  lie 
campaign  fund.  Just  see  if  there  isn't  a  check  Augusl  31s1  on 
the  Corn  Exchange  in  the  record. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  The  question  of  the  senator  is.  did  you  eel 
tli at  money. 

Senator  Rusting:     And  how  did  you  get  it? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     First,  did  you  get  it?     That  is  his  question. 

A.   Let  me  see.     August  31st,  $2,000.     Yes,  sir. 

Air.  Whitman  :     You  got  that  money  on  that  check? 

A.   Yes. 

Mr.  Hariibrecht:  I  h>w  about  the  money  on  the  other  cheek. 
Exhibit  -r.',,  $15, >? 

A.   Yes,  >ir. 

(J.  Here  are  Exhibits  lit  and  22.  I  will  ask  you  about  Exhibit 
10  first.     That  is  $13,500.     To  whom  was  that  made  payable? 

A.   It  is  indorsed  to  the  bank  and  the  money  went  to  me. 

O.  I  will  show  you  now  Exhibit  22  and  ask  you  how  as  to  that  ? 

A.  That  was  made  payable  to  the  bank  and  went  to  me. 

Q..  Was  there  any  written  order  in  the  bank,  to  any  official  of 
the  bank,  that  a  check  signed  by  Isaac  Stephenson  and  payable  to 
Mr.  Van  Cleve  and  indorsed  over  to  .Marshall  &  [lsley  Bank  be 
placed  to  your  account  ? 

A.   Was  there  any  written  order? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  No. 

O.  Was  there  any  oral  order  to  that  effect  by  Mr.  Stephenson 
or  anybody  else? 

A.  Well,  now  you  are  beginning  to  separate  me  as  an  in- 
dividual from  cashier.     Certainly,  as  cashier,  these  were  intended 
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for  Mr.  Stephenson's  account.     Senator,  maybe   I  don't  get  the 
drift  of  your  inquiry. 

Q.  J  don't  understand  how  a  cluck  made  payable  to  the  Mar- 
shall &  IlsU'v  Hank  can  be  ]uit  in  somebody  else's  account  without 
some  indorsement  on  the  hack  showing  an  indorsement  over  to 
somebody  else. 

A.  If  I  sent  money  to  you  through  the  State  Bank  of  Mayville, 
I  would  probably  make  a  check  of  this  kind,  make  the  regular 
check  and  simply  say  to  Air.  Ringle,  "Place  this  to  the  credit  of 
Senator  Husting,"  making  the  check  itself  payable  to  William 
Ringle,  cashier.  Or  if  1  took  some  one  else's  check -and  intended 
that  to  go  to  your  credit  in  the  State  Bank  of  Mayville,  I  would 
indorse  that  "Pay  to  the  State  Bank  of  Mayville  or  order"  put  my 
name  to  it,  and  ask  them  to  put  it  to  your  credit.  Your  name 
might  never  appear  on  it.     That  isn't  an  unusual  thing. 

O.  That  is  not  unusual? 

A.  No. 

By  Mr.  Whitman  : 

Q.  There  would  he  a  letter  accompanying  every  one  of  these 
checks,  wouldn't  there? 

A.  Yes,  I  should  think  so. 

0.  And  that  letter  would  show  what  disposition  was  to  he  made 
of  that  check,  wouldn't  it,  naturally? 

A.  Naturally.     If  there  were  any  doubt  in  my  mind — 

Q.  Have  you  those  letters  ? 

A.  1  think  not.  If  there  were  any  doubt  in  my  mind  as  to  the 
disposition — 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  I  will  then  ask  this  question.  Have  you  those  letters  pre- 
served ? 

A.  No,  I  have  no  letters. 

Q.  Or  has  the  bank  the  letters  preserved? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

O.  Have  you  any  personal  recollection  whether  they  were  sent 
by  mail  by  Mr.  Van  Cleve  to  you  or  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank. 

A.  No,  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.  1  assume  they  were  sent 
to  me,  but  1  have  no  recollection  of  that. 

Q.  Were  they  then  placed  to  your  personal  account? 

A.  No,  sir. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [INVESTIGATION.      339 

Q.  What  manner  of  bookkeeping  would  yon  have  in  the  hank 
tn  show  or  to  keep  a  record  of  how  a  check  indorsed  t<>  the  Mar- 
shall &  [lsley  Bank  was  placed  to  the  credit  of  some  one  else — 
\(  airsel  E  for  instance  ? 

A.   I  don't  know  whether  there  is  a  record. 

Q.  Well,  how  can  this  be  done,  that  is  what  I  would  like  t<> 
know  how  can  you  take  a  check  payable  to  the  Marshall  &  [lsley 
Bank  and  cause  it  t<>  become  subject  to  your  disposition,  without 
some  record  having  been  made  somewhere  of  this  check?  Do  ] 
make  mysel  f  clear? 

A.   Yes,  1  think  you  do. 

(  ).    Now,  can  you  tell  us  that? 

A.    1  don't  think  I  can  answer  that.  Senator? 

Q.    Well,  it  was  done,  wasn't  it? 

A.    i    think   it   was. 

Q.    Now,  what  was  the  modus  operandi? 

A.  The  disbursement  of  this  money  was  for  the  man  who  drew 
the  check, — 

Q.  That  doesn't  answer  the  question.  That  cheek  upon  the 
hack  of  it  hears  the  indorsement  over  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
Bank.  What  I  am  trying  to  find  out  is  how  that  could  come  into 
your  possession — I  mean  the  funds  or  the  money  come  into  your 
possession  without  a  record  being  made  somewhere  of  the  trans- 
fer. 

A.   1  can't  answer  that,  Senator. 

Mr.  Whitman:  The  system  of  bookkeeping  is  what  he  would 
like  to  know. 

Q.  Yes,  the  system  of  bookkeeping  that  you  have  in  the  Mar- 
shall &  Ilsley  Bank  that  makes  such  a  transfer  possible. 

A.  I  would  like  to  explain  that  to  yon  sometime  when  yon  come 
down.  Senator. 

O.  Well,  we  have  got  you  here  for  the  purpose  of  explaining. 

A.  I  had  a  long  time  explaining  what  a  cashier's  check  is.  For 
instance —     That  is  no  reflection  at  all. 

Q.    Now,  il  did  gel   into  your  hands,  sonic  way? 

A.  Yes,  certainly. 

Q.  And  then  yon  went  and  put  it  into  the  envelope,  as  the 
paying  teller  used  it:  and  then  when  he  received  an  order  from 
Sackett  it  would  he  re-deposited  in  the  hank,  and  a  check 
drawn  against  it  '! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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(().  Now.  is  it  your  opinion  thai  thai  is  a  simpler  method  than 
for  Edmonds  to  check  i1  out  direct  to  the  people? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.   Why  was  it  done? 

A.  I  have  often  asked  thai  myself. 

Q,   Have  yon  ever  been  able  to  give  yourself  an  answer? 

A.  I  have  never  been  able  to  answer  Unit  satisfactorily. 

.Mr.  Whitman:  Would  it  he  along  the  lines  recommended  by 
the  bank  examiner  as  to  bookkeeping? 

Witness:  I  was  going  to  make  several  suggestions  to  the 
eonductors  of  primary  campaigns  as  to  systems  of  bookkeeping. 

Mr.  Ingalls :    We  had  that  thoroughly  discussed  the  other  day. 

Q.  Now.  you  stated  you  telephoned  to  Mr.  Van  Clove  because 
he  understood  the  needs  better  than  .Mr.  Stephenson.  Do  you 
consider  that  a  reason  why  Mr.  Stephenson  should  make  drafts 
to  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  rather  than  directly  to  "Sir.  Edmonds,  who 
was  going  to  have  the  final  disposition  of  that  money  .' 

A.  It  is  pretty  hard  to  explain  beyond  what  I  have  told  you. 
Senator. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  whether  the  postage  and 
stamps  purchased  from  the  post  office  at  Milwaukee  were  paid 
for  by  check  or  in  currency? 

A.  Asa  matter  of  fact? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  No,  I  couldn't  state  that  positively. 

Q.  Then  why  was  not  this  15  per  cenl  checked  out  the  same 
as  the  85  per  cent  1 

A.  I  take  it  for  granted  because  the  campaign  managers 
wanted  currency  instead  of  checks,  Senator. 

Q.  You  don't  know  of  any  particular  reason  for  it? 

A.  I  can't  imagine  what  their  reason  might  be. 

Q.  Now,  you  say  that  all  the  correspondence  relating  to  the 
primary  campaign,  so  Far  as  any  came  into  your  possession, 
lias  been  destroyed? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  so. 

Q.  Are  you  accustomed  to  destroying  your  personal  corre- 
spondence? 

A.  If  you  had  seen  the  raft  I  got  during  the  primary  you 
would  be  glad  to  destroy  it  when  the  primary  was  over. 

Q.  You  don't  know  what  I  would  do  under  those  circum- 
stances. 
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A.  I  imagine. 

(,).  You  will  have  to  testify  as  to  whal  you  do.  Now.  1  ask 
you  whether  you  are  accustomed  to  destroying  your  personal 
correspondence  in  other  matters  ? 

A.  Senator,  when  thai  primary  campaign  was  over  I  thoughl 
Senator   Stephenson    was   elected,    practically;  and    whal    re 
mained  of  the  campaign  mighl  jusl  as  well  be  consigned  to  the 
waste  basket . 

Q.  Well,  i  am  going  to  ask  you  again,  whether  you  are  in  the 
habit  usually  of  destroying  your  personal  correspondence? 

A.  Thai  for  which  the  usefulness  is  at  an  end,  yes.  sir.  Some- 
times when  I  gel  a  congratulatory  letter,  which  pleases  me  par- 
ticularly,  I  slick  it  away,  read  il  myself  and  pal  myself  on  the 
hack. 

<t>.  And  the  correspondence  which  <locs  mil  please  you,  you  de- 
stroy .' 

A.  Well,  thai  is  a  reasonable  inference,  Senator. 

(,).  Now.  you  testified  something  in  regard  to  "collateral  ac- 
counts" and  "main  accounts."  What  do  you  mean  by  "collat- 
eral accounts"  in  tins  .' 

A.  T  think  1  designated  at  the  time  that  there  was  an  account 
witli  W.  V\.  Knell,  who  was  the  Milwaukee  county  manager  for 
Mr.  Stephenson,  in  the  bank ;  and  an  account  of  E.  A.  Edmonds. 
Those  were  the  two  accounts  to  which  I  had  reference. 

Q.  Now.  the  moneys  that  came  into  Mr.  Knell's  collateral  ac- 
count, how  did  they^get  into  his  collateral  account;  by  what 

method  of  bookkeeping? 

A.  By  being  credited  into  the  account. 

Q.  And  checked  over  to  him  in  the  ordinary  way,  or  did  he 
lake  currency  .' 

A.  Xo.  there  was  an  account  opened  on  the  books  right  there, 
and  he  checked  againsl  that  account.  That  was  in  the  regula- 
tion way.  Senator:  thai  was  a  regular  open  check  account. 

(^.  ITow  was  the  money  placed  to  his  credit  .' 

A.  By  making  out  a  credit  slip,  and  putting  the  money  with 
it.  and  handing  it  to  the  receiving  teller. 

(^.  Prom  what  fund  was  that  taken  .' 

A.  From  the  main  account . 

Q.   Ts  that   included  in  the  85  per  cenl  .' 

A.  Now.  you  have  got  me.  I  didn'1  calculate  there.  1  don'l 
think  I  figured  on  that. 
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Q.  Did  the  paying  teller  issue  him,  or  cause  to  be  issued  to 
him  ;i  cashier's  check;  or  was  the  currenccy  handed  over  to 
hi  in  ? 

A.  Why,  he  had  the  privilege  to  cheek,  just  as  you  would  .' 

Q.  Well,  he  must  have  something  to  cheek  against  firsl  ? 

A.    Money  ;  credit  or  money. 

Q.  Wind  1  am  asking  you  is  in  what  manner  was  this  placed 
to  his  credit  .' 

A.  By  simply  making  a  credit  slip,  and  putting  the  money 
with  it,  and  giving  it  to  the  receiving  teller,  and  having  him 
place  it  to  his  credit  on  the  hooks  of  the  bank. 

Q.  I  understood  all  of  this  money  that  was  deposited  in  these 
cheeks  first  went  into  the  hands  of  the  paying'  teller,  and  the 
paying  teller  would  put  it  back  into  the  hank  whenever  he  is- 
sued checks  to  Knell  .' 

A.  He  didn't  issue  checks  to  Knell,  lie  simply  deposited  the 
eurrency. 

Q.  Where  did  the  money  come  from  against  which  Knell 
checked? 

A.  The  main  Stephenson  fund. 

Q.  The  main  Stephenson  fund  was  in  the  hands  of  the  pay- 
ing teller? 

Mr.  Ingalls:    In  the  hands  of  this  man  I  referring  to  witness  I. 

Witness  :     In  my  hands. 

Q.  What  would  you  do  then,  take  the  money  and  put  it  in  the 
hank? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  From  this  private  account:' 

A.  From  the  senatorial  account,  and  credited  to  the  account 
of  the  county  manager. 

Q.  Xow.  this  sum  of  money  that  you  say  was  placed  in  your 
hands,  where  was  the  money  itself,  or  the  account  ?  What  I  am 
trying  to  get  at  is:  Where  was  this  money,  or  where  was  the 
credit  ? 

A.  In  my  hands. 

(,).   Did  you  have  a  private  hank  account.' 

A.  I  have  a  private  bank  account. 

Q.  Was  this  ever  placed  to  your  private  hank  account  .' 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.   Was  it  ever  placed  to  any  other  account  in  the  hank? 
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A.  As  I  s;iid  yesterday,  al  the  time  when  the  amounl  was  big 

there  were  cashier's  cheeks  issued. 

(,).  Where  was  the  fund,  the  money  proper?  You  say  yon  put 
some  of  it  in  an  envelope.  You  didn't  put  $50,000  in  an  en- 
velope ' 

A.   I  never  had  $50,000  al  one  time. 

(v).   You  had  thirty-five  at  one  time.' 

A.   No.  thirty  was  the  biggest  amount. 

(,).  Well,  it  doesn't  make  any  difference  whether  $5,000  more 
or  less.      You  couldn't   put  that  in  an  envelope.' 

A.   If  you  got  thousand  dollars  bills  you  could,  easily. 

Q.   Is  that  what  yon  used  in  this  ease  .' 

A.  T  don't  remember  that.  Senator.  I  think  you  are  prepar- 
ing for  an  examination  to  enter  a  bank. 

Q.   No,  I  am  trying  to  learn  something. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  If  that  is  the  only  object  of  it.  Senator.  J  object 
to  the  question. 

Mr.  Husting:      1  think  the  committee  wants  it. 

Witness:  You  will  pardon  my  levity.  I  didn't  mean  any- 
thing. 

Q.  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is:  You  would  take  this 
check  of  $30,000,  we  will  say,  and  put  it  to  some  account  you 
had  on  the  bank's  hooks  .' 

A.   The  cashier's  check  account,  yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Whitman:  And  you  had  the  cashier's  checks  in  your 
possession  '! 

A.   Certainly;   that  was  the  fund. 

By  Mr.  Whitman : 

Q.  And  when  a  check  came  in  it  would  be  an  overdraft  had 
you  not  taken  those  cashier's  checks  and  placed  them  on  the  ac- 
count ? 

A.  If  I  hadn't  kept  the  teller's  account  replenished,  then  there 
would  have  been  a  shortage. 

O.  He  drew  evidently  thinking  that  a  cashier's  check  was  an 
open  account  ? 

A.  Who  drew  ? 

(J.  Senator  Stephenson. 

A.  Ob,  yes,  when  Mr.  Stephenson  drew  he  thought  be  was 
drawing  against  an  open  account. 
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Q.    But  the  fact  was  he  was  not  drawing  against  an  open  ac- 
count at  all.     He  had  no  open  account? 
A.  No. 

Q.  In  order  to  keep  that  from  becoming  an  overdraft  upon  your 
hooks  you  would  deposit  a  cashier's  check-  to  make  that  account 
straight  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  fact  was  that  Mr.  Stephenson  did  not  have  cashier's 
checks  at  all  ;  you  had  them? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Did  he  ever  have  those  cashier's  checks? 

A.  For  that  $50,000  ? 

O.     Yes. 

A.  The  $50,000  was  the  result  of  an  investment  we  made  for 
A I  r.  Stephenson. 

().    I  le  supposed  it  was  an  open  account  ? 

A.  1  le  had  no  open  account  there.  We.  from  time  to  time,  had 
turned  investments  for  him.     This  investment  had  just  matured. 

(J.  As  soon  as  he  would  draw  a  check  you  would  place  a 
cashier's  check  into  that  open  account,  in  order  to  keep  the  ac- 
counts balanced — to  go  against  that  check.  Supposing  this  was  a 
cashier's  check — that  is  not;  that  is  a  draft.  There  (indicating) 
is  a  cashier's  check  for  $10,000. 

A.  That  is  Mr.  Stephenson's  check. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Stephenson  draws  a  personal  check  for  $10,000, 
hut  he  has  no  open  account.  Xow,  that  goes  on  your  hook  as  an 
overdraft,  doesn't  it  ? 

A.  No. 

0.  How  do  you  stop  it  from  becoming  an  overdraft  ? 

A.  The  cashier's  checks  that  we  had  for  account  of  Mr.  Steph- 
enson stood  payable  to  the  Marshall  &  llsley  hank,  so  we  simply 
reduced  the  amount. 

(J.  You  took  one  of  those  (indicating)  and  put  it  up  on  the 
other  side  of  this  (indicating)? 

A.   Reduced  the  amount. 

(J.  If  you  had  not  done  that  you  would  have  an  overdraft  in 
your  hank? 

A.  ( )n  Isaac  Stephenson. 

(  ).  And  Isaac  Stephenson  did  not  have  cashier's  checks;  either 
vim  or  the  hank  had  them? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 
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(_).  And  as  scon  as  thai  check  came  in,  in  order  to  keep  the 
hooks  straight  yon  placed  a  cashier's  check  on  the  other  side  of 
the  hook,  and  that  kepi  the  account,     [s  that  the  way  it  was? 

A.   I  f  I  understi  < id  \< m  right. 

Mr.  Husting:      He  better  tell  what  was  done. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Well,  I  tried  to  bring  that  out.  The  punt  I 
was  making  was  this:  The  check  comes  in  first,  and  there  (indi- 
cating) is  one  side-  of  the  ledger;  and  here  (indicating)  is  the 
other  side  of  the  ledger. 

By  Senator  I  [usting  : 

Q.    This  was  a  check  on  the  ( torn  Exchange  National  hank? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  didn't  represent  an  overdraft  in  the  Corn  Exchange 
National  hank  ? 

A.  This  (indicating)  is  not  a  cashier's  check.  This  is  the  per- 
sonal check  ot  Mr.  Stephenson  on  the  Corn  Exchange  bank. 

Q.  Mr.  Whitman's  question  to  you  was  that  when  yon  would 
get  in  a  $30,000  check,  in  order  to  prevent  there  being  an  over- 
draft yon  would  take  one  of  your  cashier's  checks  and  put  it  in 
there  ;  but  this  (  indicating)  was  in  the  nature  of  a  deposit. 

A.  The  $30,000  is  against  a  cashier's  check  account.  I  under- 
stood Mr.  Whitman  to  say  $30,000.  I  figured  that  he  referred  to 
this  (  indicating ). 

Q.  I  have  been  referring  almost  entirely  to  the  method  by 
which  these  Corn  Exchange  National  bank  checks  were  made  out 
to  M  r.  Van  Cleve. 

Mr.  Whitman  :      My  question  would  not  refer  to  that. 

O.  I  am  trying  to  ascertain  whether  there  was  a  record  in  Mr. 
Puelicher's  hank,  while  these  funds  were  in  transit  from  Mr. 
Stephenson  to  Air.  Van  Cleve,  and  Mr.  Van  Cleve  to  Mr.  Pue- 
licher,  and  back  to  the  hank? 

A.   I  don't  think  so. 

Q.  1  low  could  the  account  be  kept  intelligently  without  some 
record  ? 

A.  That  is  a  very  simple  process.  This  (indicating)  calls  for 
$2000,  intended  for  me;  and  1  take  it  to  the  paying  teller  and  get 
$2000.     They  send  it  down  to  Chicago,  and  collect  it. 

Q.   What  do  you  do  with  the  $2000? 

A.  Hold  it  for  the  Stephenson  campaign. 

Q.  You  didn't  keep  it  in  your  pocket.  Did  you  deposit  it  some- 
wheres?     You  say  you  put  some  of  it  in  an  envelope.     Would  you 
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draw  out  $30,000  in  currency   from  the  bank,  whenever  you  re- 
ceived a  check  of  that  kind,  and  put  it  in  an  envelope? 

A.   No,  I  think  1  said  before,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  that  possibly 

$.")(>()()  was  put  into  an  envelope. 

Q.  What  became  in  the  meantime  of  the  other  $25,000? 

A.  Cashier's  checks  of  $5000  each  were  made  for  it. 

Q.   Payable  to  whom? 

A.    Possibly  to  someone  that  would  be  there  if  I   were  away: 
someone  in  the  bank. 

O.   Who,  for  instance:      1  lave  you  any  recollection  as  to  whom 
these  cashier's  checks  were  made  payable? 

A.  Well,  I  think  Mr.  [lsley,  for  instance. 

O.   Yes,  but  this  was  a  private  matter.     (  )h,  Mr.  llsley? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  then,  Mr.  [lsley's  account  would  show  some  of  these? 

A.  No. 

(  ).  Now  would  the  bank  become  cognizant  that  a  cashier's 
check  had  been  drawn  ? 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :      1  le  has  been  over  that. 

A.  How  can  1  make  that  plain? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     When  the  hank  issues  a  cashier's  check — 

A.  (interrupting)  It  is  charged  to  the  cashier's  account  at  the 
bank. 

Q.  in  what  manner  did  Mr.  llsley  take  care  of  that  money  that 
he  was  supposed  to  draw  out  by  virtue  of  that  cashier's  check? 

A.    i  le  would  hold  the  cashier's  check  payable  to  himself. 

O.  Would  he  put  it  in  his  account? 

A.  No. 

0.  He  would  just  hold  the  check? 

A.  \res,  sir. 

O.  Where  would  the  fund  remain  until  the  checks  were  pre- 
sented ? 

A.  That  is  part  of  the  bank's  fund.  If  you  buy  cashier's  checks 
at  the  State  Bank  of  Mayville  you  pay  for  them.  That  money 
goes  to  the  State  Bank  of  Mayville. 

(  ).    You  said  that  this  fund  was  yours? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  how  did  Mr.  llsley  have  in  his  possession  the  $5000 
check  in  the  meantime,  and  you  still  keep  possession  of  the  fund? 

A.  I  simply  delegated  to  him  the  right  to  handle  that  during 
sometime  when  f  was  absent,  in  August. 
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Q.  During  all  this  time  the  currency  must  have  remained  some 
wheres  ? 

A.  Ceitainly;  il;.-u  beet  mes  a  part  of  the  bank's  currency.  If 
yen  buy  a  cashier's  check  in  a  bank  you  pay  for  ii.  and  that  be- 
comes part  of  the  bank's  currency. 

.Mr.  Whitman:  There  is  no  currency  in  the  transaction,  was 
there?  Suppose  Ik-  sent  yon  a  check  on  the  Corn  Exchange  bank 
for  $10,000.  For  that  you  took  a  cashier's  check.  There  was  no 
currency  in  that  transaction,  and  wouldn't  need  to  he? 

A.   There  wasn't,  in  a  case  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  I  [usting:      I  le  -ays  [lsley  took  the  cashier's  check. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  Bui  I  wanted  to  know  what  he  meant  about  the 
currency  business. 

Q.  1  low  did  I  lsley  check  it  hack  to  you,  so  the  paying  teller  got 
hold  of  it  ? 

A.    \\  ell,  all  he  would  have  to  do  would  he  to  endorse  it. 

O.   \\  ouldn't  the  hank  have  some  record  of  the  transaction? 

A.  Of  the  cashier's  checks?     Yes. 

O.  Of  the  manner  in  which  this  fund  was  handled0  Haven't 
you  got  some  record  in  the  hank  showing — 

A.    (interrupting)      The  cashier's  checks  are  there. 

Q.  Could  yon,  as  cashier,  bring  the  checks  down  here,  and  show 
to  the  committee  which  way  these  funds  were  handled  by  von  and 
.Mr.  [lsley  and  the  paying  teller,  and  Mr.  Sackett,  and  all  of 
them? 

A.  1  don't  know  how  T  could  make  it  any  plainer  than  I  have 
tried  to.  ' 

Q.  Could  you  bring  the  books  here,  and  show  on  the  face  of  the 
hooks  the  manner — how  the  funds  drawn  by  reason  of  these 
checks,  was  handled? 

A.   I  don't  see  how  I  could  bring  down  the  books  of  the  bank. 

Q-   Could  you  show  this  committee  if  they  went  to  Milwaukee? 

A.   I  think  so. 

O.  You  could  explain  to  them  in  what  manner  the  funds  were 
handled? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  lly/er:      May  I  ask  him  one  question,  Senator? 

.Mr.  llnsting:     I  have  no  objection. 

.Mr.  Hyzer:  Q.  Would  the  cashier's  checks-: — that  is,  the  class 
you  have  mentioned  as  being  issued  to  J.  K.  llsley — would  they 
show  on  their  face  what  disposition  was  finally  made  of  them? 
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A.  No,  it  is  simply  a  cashier's  check,  and  endorsed.  You  can 
gel  the  cash  for  them,  or  a  letter  of  credit,  or  anything  y<>n  need, 
at  the  bank. 

By  Mr.  Whitman  : 

(  ).  If  yon  issued  a  cashier's  check  to  me  it  comes  back  into  the 
bank  when  I  endorse  it?  I  f  these  cashier's  checks  were  issuul  to 
Ilslev  they  would  conn-  hack  into  the  bank  through  his  endorse- 
ment ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

By  .Mr.  I  [ambrecht: 

Q.  Between  you  and  Mr.  Ilslev  that  was  a  matter  of  personal 
credit  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Whitman  : 

O.  Most  of  these  transfers  were  made  by  verbal  arrangements 
with  the  different  officers  of  the  hank? 
A.  Not  as  officers. 

O.  But  as  individuals;  officers  as  friends? 
A.   Yes,  sir. 

I  »y  Mr.  1  lusting: 

O.   Why  was  that  done? 

A.   Senator,  J  don't  think  1  can  answer  it. 

Q.  1  don't  know  whether  I  asked  you  this  question:  I  will  ask 
you  in  what  way  did  Mr.  Shape  keep  track  of  these  disburse- 
ments? 

A.  He  kept  the  vouchers  that  were  handed  to  him.  the  requisi- 
tions for  money,  etc. 

Q.  Did  lie  keep  any  account,  to  your  knowledge? 

A.  Xo,  except  just  as  f  stated,  a  note  of  the  amount,  on  the  en- 
velope thai  held  the  currency. 

Q.  What  kind  of  a  written  order  was  needed — what  was  the 
form  of  the  order  issued  by  Mr.  Sackett  upon  this  fund? 

A.    Practically  anything — 

Mr.  Ingalls:  (interrupting)      We  will  get  those,  exactly. 

A.  (continued)  Practically  anything  that  would  let  us  know- 
how  much  money  he  wanted.  (  ).  K.'d  properly  by  him. 

O.  And  for  what  purpose? 

A.   Xo,  1  was  not  concerned  about  the  purpose. 
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Q.  Were  these  orders  made  payable  to  bearer,  or  somebody's 
order? 

A.  No,  they  were  more  in  the  form  of  a  requisition.  No,  the) 
were  nol  made  payable  to  anybody. 

Q.  I  think  you  stated  some  money  was  paid  out  by  Mr.  Shape 
direct;  nol  necessarily  to  Mr.  Sackett,  but  to  parties  who  might 
need  the  money,  or  who  were  entitled  to  the  money? 

A.   1  don'1  think  I  stated  that. 

Q.  Is  thai  a  fact?  Did  Mr.  Shape  pay  out  currency  directly  to 
other  persons  than  Mr.  Sackett? 

A.  To  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.   Well,  or  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  Only  to  those  that  came  over;  someone  in  the  employ  of  that 
>  »ffice. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  that  Mr.  Shape  did  not  pay  out  any  cur- 
rency to  anybody  except  someone  in  the  employ  of  Mr.  Steph- 
enson or  Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

A.  No,  1  think  not.     No,  he  didn't  pay  out  any  currency. 

By  Senator  Morris  : 

Q.  J  think  you  have  stated,  Mr.  Puelicher,  that  the  plan 
adopted  by  you  in  disbursing  this  money  was  an  unusual  plan? 

A.    Yes,  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  And  I  think  you  also  said  that  you  did  not  know,  and  do  not 
now  know,  why  it  was  done  that  way? 

A.   No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  case  where  you  have  handled 
money  in  this  way?     Do  you  recall  any  now? 

A.   No,  1  di i  not. 

Q.  Did  you  on  your  own  account,  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Stephenson, 
disburse  any  moneys  at  all,  directly? 

A.   Very  little. 

Q.  I  believe  you  have  already  said  that  you  went  to  La  Crosse. 
and  perhaps  some  other  places  in  the  state? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  you  paid  the  expenses  at  that  time? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  disburse  any  money  on  that  trip  other  than  for  the 
expenses  of  the  trip,  hotel  bills  and  railroad  fare,  and  things  of 
that  sort? 

A.  No :  not  that  I — No  ?  no. 
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Q.  Of  course,  I  take  it  that  yon  understood  when  you  took 
charge  of  this  money  that  the  law  required  Mr.  Stephenson  to 
make  an  account  and  file  it  with  the  secretary  of  state  at  the  close 
of  the  campaign.     You  understood  that,  didn't  you? 

A.  Of  course.  I  knew  thai  all  the  candidates  would  have  to 
make  an  accounting  some  day. 

Q.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  what  memoranda  or  account,  if  any,  did 
you  keep  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  Mr.  Stephenson  to  fairly  ac- 
count for  the  money  placed  in  your  possession? 

A.  I  didn't  feel  that  that  was  my  business,  Senator,  because  that 
was  being  done  by  some  other  person  in  the  campaign. 

Q.  You  did  not  deem  that  necessary? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact  you  did  not  keep  it  ? 

A.  Xo.  1  think  you  will  find  that  there  is  a  pretty  ample  ac- 
count. 

Q.  I  am  not  questioning  that.  I  am  just  getting  at  your  idea. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  you  kept  no  account  for  the  purpose  of  as- 
sisting Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  No. 

O.   In  making  up  an  account  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  To  he  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state  as  required  by  law  ? 

A.  No. 

O.  I  am  not  criticizing  you  for  not  doing  it ;  1  am  trying  to  get 
at  the  facts. 

A.  Yes. 

O-  When  did  you  first  undertake  to  assist  in  getting  up  such  an 
account,  if  you  did  assist? 

A.  I  can't  remember  that.  1  think  that  account  will  speak  for 
itself. 

Q.  Is  this  account,  as  filed  by  Air.  Stephenson,  the  only  account 
that  you  have  ever  seen  ? 

A.   No  ;  oh,  no. 

Q.  It  is  not  ? 

A.  Oh,  no. 

Q.   Now,  then,  what  other  account  have  you  seen  : 

A.   A  detailed  account  of  the  expenses. 

O.  That  is  one  which  you  say  now  is  in  the  possession  oi  Mr. 
Sackett  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 
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Q.   Is  thai  the  only  other  one? 

A.   I  think  so,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Morris:     I  think  thai  is  all  I  want  to  ask. 

'P.y  Mr.  I  [ambrechl  : 

Q.  Whin  Senator  Stephenson  placed  these  checks  and  funds  in 
your  hands,  was  it  done  as  a  hanker,  or  outside  of  the  bank? 

A.  As  an  individual. 

Q.  I  lad  yon  ever  handled  money  as  an  individual  for  anyone  in 
that  capacity  before,  as  trustee? 

A.  No,  I  think  not.  Von  mean  as  manager,  in  connection  with 
a  campaign  ? 

Q.    Well.  I  will  put  it  that  way. 

A.  Never  before;  and  never  again.  If  any  of  yon  catch  me  at 
it  again,  you  just  do  what  is  needed. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  You  didn't  do  anything  suspicious  about  it.  did 
you  ? 

A.   Xo. 

Mr.  Ingalls:      Xo  secrets  about  it.  was  there? 

A.  No. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Q.  Most  of  the  men  connected  with  it  were 
honest  men,  I  suppose? 

A.   I  think  so,  yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  Why  do  you  think  you  never  will  he  again?  Because  of 
your  treatment  before  this  committee? 

A.  Xo,  gentlemen,  [  think  you  have  been  very  courteous  to  me. 
but  I  don't  think — well — 

Q.  Were  you  ever  interested,  any  more  than  in  a  general  way, 
in  any  political  campaign  he  fore? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.    You  have  some  knowledge  of  politics? 

A.  Well.  I  would  hate  to  say  that.  I  managed  the  first  Steph- 
enson campaign. 

Mr.  Morris:     O.  Do  you  mean  two  years  ago]1 

A.  Yes,  sir;  T  mean  when  he  became  senator. 

Mr.  Bray:  O.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  the  manage- 
ment of  this  campaign  ? 

A.  Why,  possibly  as  an  advisor,  and  hanker,  as  you  know. 

Q.  Were  you  what  might  be  termed  "on  the  inside"  as  to  what 
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was  going  on  in  the  campaign;  or  did  you  get  what  information 
you  had  about  the  campaign  from  hearsay,  or  from  information? 
A.  Let  me  answer  thai  in  this  way:  Except  the  week  that  I 
was  up  north  with  Senator  Stephenson  on  a  fishing  trip,  and  the 
five  or  six  days  thai  I  wenl  mil  with  him  in  the  state,  I  was  con- 
tinually at  work  at  my  duties  as  cashier  of  ;i  bank,  which  are 
many  and  more  or  less  trying.  This  was  more  or  less  of  an  in- 
cident. At  the  same  time  I  sometimes  advised,  possibly,  with 
Senator  Stephenson  or  with  his  friends. 

By  Mr.  Husting: 

Q.  Mr.  Ingalls  asked  you  whether  there  was  anything  secret 
about  this.  Do  I  understand  anybody  else  was  advised  of  these 
methods,  before  today,  except  the  parties  directly  concerned,  or 
their  attorney  ? 

A.  Advised  of  it? 

Q.  I  mean  told  of  it.  In  other  words,  has  this  matter  been  a 
secret  until  today? 

A.  A  secret? 

Q.  Yes;  anything  secret  about  this  .' 

A.  I  didn't  consider  it  a  secret  at  all.  I  don't  know  whether 
it  has  been  told  about. 

Q.  So.  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  has  never  been  published  before 
today  .' 

A.  No. 

Mr.  Ilambrechl  :  Have  yon  been  asked  to  make  it  public  be- 
fore today? 

A.  No. 

Mr.  Bray:  Was  it  any  more  secret  than  any  man's  business 
in  your  bank  might  be  considered  secret ! 

A.  No.  I  don't  think  so. 

By  Senator  Marsh  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  -when  this  fishing  trip  was.  thai  yon  speak 
of? 

A.  I  can't  remember  that  positively,  but  I  think  it  was  the 
second  week  of  August. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Reynolds  along  on  that  fishing  trip? 

A.  No. 

Q.  That  was  not  the  time. 

A.  No,  that  was  another  trip  altogether.     This  fishing  trip, 
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the  one  I  allude  to,  is  the  one  down  to  Bscanaba  river.     The 
other  trip  I  think  was  a  trip  across  to  Sturgeon  luy  and  back. 
Adjourned  until  two  o'cloek,  p.  m. 


Two  O'clock.  P.  M.,  February  1!).  1909. 
1  [earing  resumed  . 
All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Mr.  Bray:  1  move  thai  the  next  witness  called  be  Senator 
Blaine. 

Mr.  Hambrechl  :     I  second  the  motion. 

The  Chairman:  It  has  been  moved  and  seconded  that  the 
next  witness  to  be  called  be  Senator  Blaine.  Are  you  ready  for 
the  question  .' 

Senator  .Morris:  I  desire  to  state  my  position  at  this  time  on 
this  matter.  My  own  understanding  with  regard  to  the  order 
of  the  proceedings  here  was  that  we  should  first  examine  the 
men  who  were  candidates  for  the  office  of  United  States  sen- 
ator in  the  primaries,  and  that  we  then  take  up  the  examination 
of  their  managers.  Hut  my  opposition  to  calling  Mr.  Blaine  at 
this  time  is  not  based  on  any  understanding  that  I  may  have 
had.  My  reason  for  objecting  to  Mr.  Blaine  being  called  at 
this  time  is  this:  T  do  not  regard  the  proceedings  of  this  com- 
mittee as  being  in  any  sense  the  trial  of  any  man.  the  senatorial 
candidates  nor  anybody  else.  I  regard  this  proceeding  as  a 
sorl  of  inquisition,  a  probe,  if  you  please,  and  that  being  the 
character  and  nature  of  the  proceeding,  it  seems  to  me  ridic- 
ulous, supremely  funny,  absurd,  that  the  men  who  are  doing 
that  work  should  call  Mr.  Blaine,  and  thereby  inform  these  peo- 
ple who  are  being  investigated  in  advance  as  to  what  informa- 
tion they  may  have  in  regard  to  the  matter.  T  regard  the  pro- 
ceedings here  much  in  the  same  nature  as  the  proceedings  of  a 
grand  jury,  and  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  any  grand  jury  has 
ever  advised  the  people  who  were1  being  examined,  whose  ac- 
tions or  conduct  was  being  investigated,  in  advance  as  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  charges  against  them.  Now.  that  is  my  opposition 
to  calling  Mr.  Blaine  at  this  time.     T  will  say  that  I  know  noth- 

5>3 


.;;,  I      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [INVESTIGATION. 

ing  about  wha1  evidence  Mr.  Blaine  has.  [  don'1  know  whether 
ii  would  help  or  harm  the  real  work  of  this  committee  a1  this 
time.  !  know  nothing  about  that.  But  I  regard  it  as  a  danger- 
ous thing  to  require  Mr.  Blaine  at  this  time  to  disclose  the  evi- 
dence that  In  may  have,  if  he  has  any,  because  I  can  see  how  it 
might  in  many  ways  seriously  impair  the  work  of  this  commit- 
tee. I  don't  believe  that  thai  would  be  just  to  the  state.  We 
are  here  acting  for  the  state  of  Wisconsin.  As  I  said  before, 
•as  I  regard  my  own  duty,  i  am  not  here  for  the  purpose  i  f  try- 
ing anybody  for  anything.  We  are  simply  to  try  to  get  at  the 
tads  of  the  matter,  and  after  we  gel  the  facts,  then  we  shall 
know,  or  at  least  we  oughl  to  know,  what  oughl  to  be  done. 

Mr.  Bray:  Mr.  i  hairman,  I  want  to  say  with  regard  to  this 
matter,  that  1  make  the  motion  to  call  Mr.  Blaine  before  the 
committee  at  this  time  for  the  following  reas  >ns: 

I  have  attended  every  meeting  of  this  <•  nnmittee,  whether 
held  in  executive  session  or  not.  At  no  meeting  of  this  commit- 
tee, 1  am  positive,  was  there  any  order  of  procedure  with  regard 
to  the  order  in  which  witnesses  should  be  (ailed  to  the  stand 
decided  upon  or  even  discussed  in  an  informal  way,  w  ith  the  ex- 
ception that  it  seemed  to  he  the  sentiment  of  the  committee  in 
one  meeting  that  it  would  be  proper  to  lake  up  Mr.  Stephen- 
son's investigation  first,  and  the  investigation  of  these  who  had 
anything  to  do  with  him  because  of  the  election  to  the  United 
States  senatorship  which  takes  place  and  for  which  we  must 
vote  every  day.  I  regard  Mr.  Blaine's  charges  and  Mr.  Blaine's 
evidence  as  of  the  first  importance  in  connection  with  the  can- 
didacy of  Mr.  Stephenson.  On  that  account  I  think  he  comes  in 
the  class  that  we  all  agreed  should  be  examine. 1  first.  At  a 
meeting  held  yesterday  of  this  committee,  it  was  the  unanimous 
sentiment  of  those  present,  and  I  think  all  were  present,  that  it 
was  proper  to  get  Mr.  Blaine's  evidence  before  us  at  an  early 
date.  Some  members  of  the  committee  were  of  the  opinion  that 
Mr.  Blaine  should  have  been  called  first,  but  1  think  the  senti- 
ment was  unanimous,  as  I  say.  tha.t  his*  evidence  should  be  ob- 
tained at  an  early  date,  so  that  we  might  be  better  informed 
with  regard  to  the  examination  of  candidates  named  in  his 
charges.  One  member,  and  perhaps  more.  1  think  two  of  the 
committee  appointed  from  the  senate  were  in  favor  of  having 
Mr.  Blaine  in  executive  session.  I  opposed  that  at  the  time, 
and  do  now  for  the  reason  that  I  am  not  in  favor  of  anystar 
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chamber  sessions  of  this  committee,  and  I  am  qo1  in  favor  of 
treating  anyone  as  a  privileged  person;  thai  i  do  no1  think  thai 
Mr.  Blaine,  because  he  is  a  member  of  the  senate,  is  entitled  to 
any  more  consideration  thai  a  member  of  the  assembly  was.,  Mr. 
Reynolds,  in  being  called  before  this  committee,  and  I  do  not 
know  of  ;m\  reason  why  Mr.  Blaine  should  be  protected.  1 
think  on  thai  account,  to  call  Mr.  Blaine  in  executive  session  at 
this  time  or  a1  any  other  time  would  be  unfair  to  1  his  committee 
:iik!  unfair  to  any  witnesses  called  before  this  committee.  1 
think  that  in  a  measure  this  investigation  is  a  trial;  I  think 
thai  in  a  greal  measure  an  inquisition  is  ;i  trial,  and  !  think 
thai  any  man  on  trial  has  the  righl  to  know  whal  he  is  being 
tried  for,  and  on  thai  accounl  particularly  I  am  anxious  to  have 
Mr.  Blaine  before  the  committee  at  this  time  at  the  firsl  oppor- 
tunity thai  we  have. 

Furthermore,  yesterday  noon.  1  think,  it  was  suggested  that 
Mr.  Blaine  be  called.  I  asked  Mr.  Hambrechl  to  make  the  sug- 
gestion or  to  make  the  motion  that  Mr.  Blaine  be  called.  He 
made  it  a1  my  request.  Mr.  Hambrechl  made  the  suggestion 
and  the  chairman  of  tins  committee  replied,  as  nearly  as  I  can 
remember  it.  by  saying:  "The  only  purpose,  in  my  opinion, 
that  you  could  have  in  asking  Mr.  Blaine  to  be  called  at  this 
time  is  to  render  ineffective  the  work  of  this  committee."  I 
may  not  have  that  exactly  correct.  bu1  I  am  pretty  sure  that  is 
the  idea.  I  asked  the  chairman  of  the  committee  after  he  made 
that  statement  it  he  wished  to  attribute  to  Mr.  Hambrecht  any 
ulterior  motive  and  he  replied,  either  at  that  lime  or  a  little 
later,  that  he  was  in  the  habit  of  saying  what  he  thought,  and 
I  think  added  that/the  remark  could  simply  he  taken  at  it  was 
delivered,  and  he  had  no  explanation  to  make.  T  wish  to  take 
the  responsibility  from  .Mr.  Hambrecht  for  asking  to  have  Mr. 
Blaine  before  this  committee.  On  thai  account  I  make  this  ex- 
planation. I  wish  to  relieve  Mr.  Hambrecht  from  any  respon- 
sibility, and  if  anyone  had  any  improper  motive,  why.  I  think 
I  must  have  been  that  one.  However.  I  do  not  believe  that  I 
have  any  improper  motive  or  any  desire  to  do  anything  that 
isn't  fair  in  this  investigation,  and  on  thai  accounl  I  again  to- 
day ask  that  Mr.  Blaine  be  called. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Mr.  Chairman.  I  don't  want  to  be  relieved 
of  any  responsibility  for  calling  Mr.  Blaine  in  any  way.  shape 
or  manner.     Mr.  Bray  and  I  dismissed  that  matter:  it  has  es- 
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eaped  my  attention  as  to  whether  he  suggested  it  to  me  or  I  sug- 
gested it  to  him,  hut  I  want  to  go  on  reeord  here  and  now  that  I 
was  at  that  time  and  am  now  in  favor  of  having  .Mr.  Blaine  at 
an  early  session  of  this  committee,  and  1  am  perfectly  willing  to 
carry  on  my  shoulders  the  responsibility  of  thai  request.  I 
thank  .Mi-.  Bray  for  attempting  to  relieve  me  from  any  odium  iii 
that  respect,  hut  I  fee]  just  as  sincerely  on  thai  question 
whether  the  suggestion  originated  with  him  or  with  me:  I  am  ■ 
heartily  in  accord  with  and  advocate  that  position,  as  I  did  yes- 
terday. With  reference  to  the  remark  that  was  made,  I  will 
spend  no  time  on  it  whatever.  I  took  it  as  a  personal  affront, 
I  let  it  pass  at  that  and  did  not  want  to  inject  it  into  this  com- 
mittee. I  can  try  this  matter  with  these  gentlemen  whether 
there  may  be  personal  differences  between  us  or  not.  I  make 
this  request  for  Mr.  Blaine  at  this  time,  and  I  regret  that  it  was 
not  allowed  yesterday,  because  I  think'  that  was  the  more 
proper  time.  As  I  stated  before,  we  had  reached  a  point  in  the 
proceedings  by  which  the  candidates  had  all  been  examined  to 
tell  what  they  knew  about  the  primary  election  and  their  cam- 
paigns, and  with  the  one  exception  of  Mr.  Reynolds,  no  other 
witness  was  called.  The  resolution  authorizing  the  committee 
to  act  in  this  matter  has  a  double  aspect.  No  one  will  dispute 
hut  what  it  originated  with  the  Blaine  charges  in  the  senate. 
The  Husting  resolution  that  was  introduced  in  the  senate  was 
not  concurred  in.  and  in  order  to  bring  the  matter  to  a  he;Tu 
and  to  a  vote  and  in  order  to  get  men  to  vote  for  an  investiga- 
tion at  all,  a  demand  was  made  for  specific  charges,  and  specific 
charges  came  through  Mr.  Blaine,  on  information  and  belief — 
Senator  Blaine,  I  beg  your  pardon.  Based  on  those  specific 
ehstrges,  an  amended  resolution  was  introduced,  resulting  in  a 
disagreement,  culminating  in  the  appointment  of  a  conference 
committee,  and  this  conference  committee  rendered  a  report. 
resulting  in  the  appointment  of  this  investigation  committee; 
and  the  resolution  was  read  into  the  record  yesterday.  In  that 
resolution  there  are  two  things  that  were  to  be  considered: 

First:     The  methods,  means,  etc..  of  conducting  the  recent 
senatorial  primary  campaign:  and 

Second  :    To  investigate  the  charges  of  corruption  and  unlaw- 
ful use  of  money  in  this  campaign. 

I  consider  it  just  as  important  that  we  take  up  the  last  aspect 
of  this  investigation  as  the  first.  '  We  have  given  the  candidates 
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an  opportunity  to  explain  whal  they  have  done  in  this  cam- 
paign. I  think  the  momenl  is  ripe  now  to  know  whal  charges 
are  preferred  before  we  go  a  step  further.  There  is  only  one 
way  thai  I  know  <>l  getting  a1  it.  and  thai  is  to  gel  the  person 
before  the  committee  who  purports  to  have  information  with 
reference  to  tins  matter.  I  do  oo1  Look  upon  it  as  Laughable 
or  silly,  as  one  of  the  senators  views  it.  I  look  upon  it  as  a 
serious  .question,  and  a  question  that  we  oughl  oo1  to  dodge  at 
this  lime.  By  what  righl  has  Senator  Blaine,  or  any  other  man 
to  withhold  information  from  this  committee  a1  this  time  when 
we  want  it  .'  That  is  the  question.  I  want  some  information  on 
that  question  now.  and  1  don't  know  why  I  should  hi'  barred 
from  having  it.  And  I  do  qo1  believe  thai  this  committee  can 
act  intelligently  on  the  corrupl  and  unlawful  use  of  money 
until  we  have  sonic  charges  before  us.  something  definite  to 

work  upon.     \\Y  can   keep  on  investigating  tl xpenditures 

of  money  as  we  have  started,  and  sit  here  tor  a  year  and  ac- 
complish nothing.  If  you  are  going  to  continue  the  policy  of 
the  investigation  as  it  is  started  and  summon  every  person  that 
has  received  a  dollar  in  thv;  campaign,  this  committee  will  last 
beyond  the  session  of  the  legislature,  and  I  doubt  if  there  is  any 
member  here  who  would  dispute  that. 

Now.  then,  we  have  passed  one  stage  of  these  proceedings  bj 
which  the  candidates  for  the  senate  have  been  heard.  I  think 
it  is  eminently  proper  at  this  time  that  we  hear  what  the 
charges  are  now  that  arc  preferred  againsl  these  men  and  give 
them  and  us  an  opportunity  to  thoroughly  and  impartially  in- 
vestigate them.  The  senator  who  preceded  me  compared  this 
with  a  grand  jury,  that  the  prisoner  at  tin1  bar  is  not  to  he  in- 
formed of  the  charges  against  him.  and  then  says  we  are  not  in- 
vestigating any  person.  Gentlemen  of  the  committee,  we  can't 
blow  hot  and  cold.  If  we  arc  not  investigating  any  person,  then 
This  is  not  a  grand  jury.  And  I  take  the  latter  view  of  it.  that  we 
arc  not  investigating  a  particular  person,  and  until  a  charge 
is  preferred  we  can't  do  that.  We  are  investigating  the  al- 
leged corrupt  use  of  money.  Bring  before  us  some  allegation  of 
corruption  and  let  us  investigate  it  and  bring  this  matter  to  a 
head  here.  Why  should  we  dodge  Unit  issue  for  one  moment? 
I  am  willing  and  T  consider  it  my  duty  as  a  member  of  this 
committee  to  punish  corruption  wherever  it  will  be  found,  and 
you  will  not  find  me  technical  in  the  way  of  doing  that:  but  I 
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'Id  wanl  in  know  where  these  alleged  corruptions  are,  from  the 
person  who  brings  the  charge,  so  thai  it  can  be  investigated.  I 
doii'i  know  whal  these  are,  and  I  think  thai  I  have  a  right  to 
be  informed  a1  an  early  dale  and  this  committee  has  a  right 
to  know  before  we  ramify  any  further  into  the  generalities  of 
the  expenditure  of  money  in  campaigns.  II  is  very  unfortun- 
ate that  we  have  held  two  or  three  executive  sessions.  Per- 
sonally I  am  not  in  favor  of  an  executive  session.  Things  are 
said  in  an  informal  manner  there,  and  men  will  leave  thai  ex- 
ecutive session  honestly  differing  as  to  what  conclusions  have 
been  reached,  if  a  motion  has  not  been  made,  and  that  is  very- 
well  illustrated  by  what  did  happen  in  our  executive  session. 
Mr.  Bray  doesn't  remember  any  of  the  things  that  Mr.  Morris 
remembers.  1  remember  some  of  those  thinus  in  a  slightly  dif- 
ferent way.  And  we  are  all  h  mesl  in  that,  because  we  each 
bring  out  the  impression  that  we  had  in  the  discussion,  and  no 
action  being  taken  officially  by  the  committee,  we  can  honestlv 
differ.  For  that  reason  I  would  rather  have  matters  open  and 
have  a  record  kept  of  it.  and  if  there  is  any  question  about  it. 
we  can  refer  to  the  record.  Two  or  three  unfortunate  things 
Lave  happened  in  that  connection,  and  1  hope  from  now  on 
that  the  deliberations  of  this  committee  will  be  in  an  open  man- 
ner, so  that  there  will  be  no  misunderstanding  as  to  what  was 
done.  I  heartily  favor  at  this  time,  although  I  realize  that  it 
ought  to  have  been  done  earlier,  it  wasn't  my  fault  that  it  -was 
not  done — I  certainly  made  an  effort  to  have  Mr.  Blaine  brought 
to  the  stand  immediately  after  the  close  of  the  senatorial  can- 
didates' investigation,  but  1  was  ruled  out  of  order  by  the 
chairman  of  this  committee  yesterday  when  I  made  the  mo- 
tion, and  rather  than  have  any  trouble  over  it  1  left  the  matter 
go  for  that  session,  but  I  don't  feel  like  letting  it  go  any  fur- 
ther, as  I  would  then  be  told  the  next  time  that  we  had  some 
more  witnesses  here  and  it  would  be  pushed  further  and  fur- 
ther bach,  and  T  for  one  want  to  know  what  Mr.  Blaine  knows 
about  this. 

Senator  Marsh  :  Mr.  Bray,  will  yon  preside  as  chairman  of 
the  committee  for  just  a  moment  ? 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  gentlemen  of  the  committee:  It  was  not 
my  intention  to  say  anything  on  this  question,  but  in  view  of 
the  two  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  having  referred  liberally 
to  the  acts  of  the  chairman,  it  seems  to  be  up  to  me  to  say  some- 
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thing,  so  I  have  asked  the  chairman  of  the  assembly  committee 
to  preside  Eor  a  moment. 

I  agree  with  Assemblyman   Hambrechl   up ne  proposition, 

and  thai  is  thai  we  oughl  no1  to  have  any  more  executive  ses- 
sions. 1  think  thai  this  is  a  matter  in  which  every  citizen  of 
the  state  of  Wisconsin  is  interested,  and  thai  he  oughl  to  know 
every  step  thai  is  taken  in  connecton  with  this  matter;  and  so 
Ear  as  I  am  concerned  thai  will  be  done. 

1  wish  to  corred  a  statement  which  1  know  Mr.  Bray  made 
unintentionally,  because  Mr.  Bray  had  shown  a  disposition  to  be 
very  fair  in  connection  with  this  matter,  and  I  have  ao1  in- 
tended to  question  his  motives  in  connection  with  anything. 
When  litis  proposition  firsl  came  up,  of  calling  Senator  Blaine, 
yesterday,  the  firsl  thing  thai  occurred  to  me  was:  what  effecl 
it  would  have'  and  when  Mr.  Hambrechl  was  urging  thai  he  be 
called  at  that  time  1  said  thai  if  the  object  of  calling  him  at  thai 
time  was  for  the  purpose  of  informing  these  adverse  witnesses 
of  what  was  known  in  connection  with  the  matter  by  witnesses 
who  were  willing  to  testily.  1  was  unalterably  opposed  to  it.  T 
further  staled  that  no  matter  whether  there  was  any  ulterior 
motive,  or  any  particular  motive,  of  any  kind,  connected  with 
it.  that  it  seemed  to  me  that  would  he  the  effect  of  it  no  matter 
whether  that  was  the  intention  or  not,  I  do  not  understand  that 
this  investigation  is  made  her.'  upon  Senator  Blaine's  charges. 
r  have  not  so  understood  it  at  any  time.  I  have  publicly  stated 
that  so  far  as  I  was  concerned  my  action  in  connection  with  the 
matter  was  based  upon  information  received  from  other  sources, 
and  not  upon  those  charges  which  were  made  upon  information 
and  belief.  This  was  the  result  of  a  conference.  This  resolu- 
tion, under  which  we  are  acting,  took  into  consideration,  as  1 
understood  it.  everything;  not  only  Senator  Blaine's  charges, 
hut  Senator  Husting's  charges,  and  charges  that  have  been  made 
public  in  other  manners  and  so  I  take  it  that  this  investigation 
is  no]  based  entirely  upon  Senator  Blaine's  charges.  I  have  not 
favored  it  upon  that  ground,  and  I  assume  there  are  a  great 
many  others  that  have  not. 

N\:w  it  does  look  a  little  unreasonable  to  me  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind  that  the  gentleman  whom  they  say  lias  made  these 
charges — who  says  they  are  made  upon  information  and  belief, 
information  that  he  lias  obtained  probably  in  different  pails  of 
the  state — it  looks  a  little  strange  to  me  that  he  should  he  called 
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upon  to  disclose  thai  information,  and  the  sources  from  which 
il  came  before  these  gentlemen  are  examined  within  whose 
knowledge  the  details  of  1his  situation  lie.  There  seems  to  be  a 
burning  desire  on  the  pari  of  some  thai  Mr.  Blaine  shall  be 
required  to  testily  here  before  Mr.  Edmonds  and  .Mi-.  Saeketl 
and  some  of  these  [others  who  are  the  <  nly  ones  who  know  how 
this  money  was  spent.  1  do  not  know  why  that  is.  I  am  not 
saying  thai  there  is  any  had  motive  hack  of  it.  bu1  1  am  saying 
if  there  is  any  had  motive  hack  of  it.  it  is  poor  judgment  on  the 
part  of  an  investigating  committee.  Mi*.  Blaine,  1  take  it.  will 
be  a.  willing  witness  when  he  comes  upkxa  the  stand  here  before 
this  committee,  and  I  assume  he  will  he  called  at  some  time  dur- 
ing the  progress  of  this  investigation.  It  is  evident  from  his 
attitude,  and  the  charges  lie  has  hied  here,  that  he  will  lie  will- 
ing, when  the  proper  time  comes,  to  tell  everything  lie  knows 
about  this:  and  it  strikes  me  that  it  ought  not  to  he  told  until 
these  gentlemen  in  whose  minds  li"  the  fads  we  are  trying  to. 
get  at.  more  clearly  than  they  do  in  the  mind  of  Mr.  Blaine,  are 
called.  It  seems  unreasonable  that  he  should  he  called  first.  It 
has  been  suggested  that  we  have  examined  the  candidates,  and 
before  we  can  go  any  farther,  this  is  the  proper  time  to  have 
Mr.  Blaine  show  his  hand,  and  I  take  it  any  others  who  are  will- 
ing to  testify  here.  Why.  I  think,  gentlemen  of  the  committee. 
that  every  one  of  us  knows  that  we  have  not  got  at  very  many 
facts,  so  far  as  these  expenditures  are  concerned,  from  the  candi- 
dates. Practically  every  one  of  them,  and  particularly  Mr. 
Stephenson,  has  come  on  here  and  simply  told  us  that  he  did 
not  know  anything  about  it;  that  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr. 
Saekett  and  Mr.  Van  Cleve  and  Mary  Stringham,  and  a  few 
others  like  that,  are  the  ones  who  know  about  the  details  of 
this  matter,  and  we  will  have  to  get  our  information  from  them. 
Now.  if  we  are  a  probing  committee,  if  we  want  to  get  at 
the  real  facts,  if  we  want  to  call  these  gentlemen  upon  the  stand 
here  and  have  them  tell  all  there  is  about  this — these  gentlem  'ii 
who  absolutely  know  all  about  it  can  tell  if  tiny  wish  to;  and  I 
believe  will  tell,  why  should  we  call  so  many  upon  the  stand 
who  do  not  claim,  themselves,  to  know  anything  about  it.  but 
have  tiled  some  charges  upon  information  and  hi  lief.'  I  have 
not  heard  any  godd  reason  for  it.  That  is.  I  cannol  think  of 
any  reason  except  that  it  is  said  that  it  is  not  the  proper  time 
to  do  it.     But  I  say  the  proper  time  to  do  it  is  after  these  gentle- 
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liicii  have  been  called  and  testified  who  know  aboul  these  things. 
I  cannot  know,  aone  of  the  members  of  this  committee  can 
know,  Senator  Blaine  cannol  know  the  inside  workings  of  this 
campaign  of  any  of  these  candidates  for  United  States  senator. 
Somebody  does  know  about  it.  Now,  isn'1  il  fair,  if  we  wanl  to 
probe  lliis  thing  to  the  bottom,  to  call  those  gentlemen  who  have 
their  accounts  here,  or  oughl  to  have,  and  who  have  the  details 
of  this  whole  matter  in  their  hands,  or  upon  some  paper  some- 
where, if  they  will  give  it  up  to  us.  as  they  ought  to.  Aren'1 
they  the  ones  who  oughl  to  be  called  first,  instead  of  somebody 
who  may  have  a  few  little  pieces  of  information  here  and  there, 
which  he  has  picked  up  as  a  matter  of  hearsay,  and  does  not 
claim  to  know  anything  about  them  himself.'  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  we  want  to  put  adverse  witnesses  in  such  a  position  thai 
they  will  know  just  exactly  how  much  these  gentlemen  who  have 
been  pushing  this  investigation  know  about  it.  it'  you  want  to 
put  them  in  possession  of  that  knowledge  before  they  are  called 
upon  to  testify,  then  let  us  call  Mr.  Blaine  now:  and  we  ought 
to  have  called  him.  as  has  been  suggested,  so  that  they  might 
know  just  how  much  we  knew  about  this  before  they  are  called 
upon  to  disclose  what  they  wished  to  inform  us  about. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Don't  you  consider  that  we  ought  to  know 
something  about  those  charges  that  are  filed? 

Senator  Marsh:  I  consider  that  before  this  investigation 
ends  everybody,  Senator  Blaine  included,  oughl  to  be  called 
upon  the  stand,  and  tell  us  all  they  know  about  it  ;  anybody  that 
knows  anything  about  it  or  that  we  think  knows  anything  about 
it.  no  matter  whether  he  admits  that  he  knows  anything  about 
it  or  not. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  In  connection  with  this  investigation,  if 
there  are  any  facts  that  should  be  disclosed  that  can  help  or 
hinder  subsequent  witnesses,  why  shouldn't  we  know  it  as  ,-i 
committee?     1  don't  know  those  things. 

Senator   Marsh:     I    don't  quite   understand  your  question. 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :  If  there  are  facts  which  Senator  Blaine 
might  disclose,  which  would  put  Mr.  Edmonds  on  his  guard  ami 
Mr.  Puelicher,  or  any  one  else,  that  would  affect  the  testimony, 
why  shouldn't  the  committee  know  these  facts.'  I  don't  know 
of  any  such  facts.     That  is  my  only  purpose,  to  find  out. 

Senator  Marsh:  In  response  to  that  question,  may  I  ask 
another?  If  Senator  Blaine  has  anything  in  his  mind  that 
24 
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will  help  the  committee  in  this  investigation,  doesn'1  every  mem- 
ber know  thai  he  will  give  it  up  when  he  is  called  on  the  stand.' 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     He  has  been  asked,  1ml  he  said  he  was  qo1 
mi  the  witness  stand,  in  reply  to  that  question. 

Senator  Marsh:  I  do  not  believe  any  man  seriously  thinks 
that  Senator  Blaine,  if  he  has  anything  that  will  help  the  com- 
mittee in  getting  at  the  bottom  of  this  matter,  would  keep  it 
permanently  to  himself.  I  can  see  how  he  may  well  wain  to 
keep  certain  things  that  he  has  in  his  mind  to  himself  until 
these  gentlemen  whom  we  may  speak  of  as  "adverse  witnesses" 
are  called  here,  and  it  is  seen  how  much  they  will  admil  in  con- 
nection with  it.  Now  that  may  look  unfair,  but  I  think  if  this 
is  a  probing  committee,  it  is  not  unfair.  If  it  is  a  committee 
that  wished  to  whitewash  affairs,  perhaps  it  is;  1ml  1  want  to 
say  here  now  that  I  think  practically  every  member  of  This 
committee  so  far  has  shown  a  disposition  not  to  want  to  white- 
wash this  matter.  I  have  been  exceedingly  pleased  with  the 
attitude  of  the  members  of  this  committee.  It  was  said  in  the 
newspapers,  and  these  newspapers  sometimes  start  up  trouble 
that  would  not  exist  if  it  were  not  for  that,  that  we  had  five 
members  of  the  committee  opposed  to  the  investigation,  who 
would  try  to  prevent  anything  of  the  kind.  I  want  to  say  there 
have  been  indications  to  the  contrary,  very  strongly,  and  this 
committee  as  a  whole  has  been  disposed  to  he  very  fair:  and  so 
I  think  we  differ  on  these  little  details  more,  perhaps,  than  we 
ought  to.  Sometimes  in  the  heat  of  discussion  we  say  things 
perhaps  that  indicate  that  we  feel  a  little  differently  than  we 
actually  do.  That  is  the  way  1  see  this  matter  as  it  stands  now; 
and  my  only  excuse  for  speaking  is  because  my  arts  have  been 
called  in  question,  and  1  wanted  particularly  to  explain  those. 

Senator  Husting :  Gentlemen  of  the  committee,  hitherto  we  have 
proceeded  along  a  line  of  full,  fair  and  impartial  investigation, 
and  now,  for  some  reason  or  other,  we  are  getting  into  a  public  dis- 
agreement, as  to  the  manner  and  method  of  conducting  t1.' 
vestigation.  Now  what  is  the  reason  for  this?  There  is  no  use  in 
disguising  it  and  deluding  ourselves  about  the  past  history  of  this 
investigation.  It  is  a  matter  of  public  record  :  and  1  think  !  re 
we  can  fairly  understand  this  question  we  ought  to  g  >  into  =ome 
of  the  history  of  this  investigation  and  see  what  his  happened 
in  connection  with  this  investigation.  1  am  one  of  th  sse  wh  i  be- 
lieve that  it  would  not  be  advisable. — I  agree  with  the  senators 
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who  have  spoken  thai  it  would  be  wholly  inadvisable  at  this  time 
to  ask  Mr.  Blaine  where  he  got  his  charges  from.  The  important 
matter  is:  are  those  charges  true?  To  my  mind  that  is  the  ques- 
tion i"  be  decided  or  investigated  by  this  committee;  not  whether 
the  source  was  the  only  source,  or  the  truest  source,  but  whethei 
or  not  the  facts  alleged  arc  true. 

Now,  this  resolution  was  introduced  in  the  senate,  and  a  simi- 
lar one  was  introduced  in  the  assembly.  The  one  in  the  assembly 
was  killed  without  much  ceremony;  and  I  am  frank  to  say  that 
1  do  not  believe  that  there  is  a  member  on  this  committee  in  the 
hou:c  hut  what  voted  to  kill  that  resolution.  The  resolution  came 
up  in  the  senate  and  a  good  many  senators  thought  that  we  ought 
not  to  take  cognizance  of  newspapers  and  stump  speeches,  altho 
1  contended  and  -till  contend  that  when  any  matter  involving  the 
acts  of  public  officers  and  servants  becomes  a  matter  of  public 
notoriety,  public  scandal,  that  the  legislature  can  take  legislative 
notice  of  it.  and  can  investigate  without  specific  charges.  Some 
of  the  senators  thought  differently,  and  for  that  reason  specific 
charges  were  made  by  a  member  of  the  senate.  T  won't  reread  all 
tho.-e  charges,  hut  the  first  paragraph  reads:  "I,  John  J.  Blaine, 
an  elector  of  Wisconsin  and  a  member  of  the  state  senate,  upon 
information  and  belief,  do  hereby  specifically  charge  and  allege." 

That  at  least  brought  it  formally  before  the  senate,  and  that  I 
understood  was  the  position  of  the  senators  who  thought  specific 
charges  should  he  filed:  not  that  they  contained  anything  new; 
not  that  they  had  back  of  them  any  specific  proof,  but  as  a  matter 
to  he  brought  formally  before  the  attention  of  the  senate.  The 
senate  passed  that  resolution  by  22  to  tt,  and  it  went  up  to  the 
assembly,  and  what  happened  there?  I  do  not  think  that  T  go 
back  of  the  record  when  I  say  that  every  member  of  the  assembly 
committee  voted  for  a  substitute  amendment  which  confined  the 
charges  only  to  the  matters  specified  in  Senator  Blaine's  charges. 
It  limited  the  scope.  Tt  raised  the  membership,  so  that  it  should 
give  the  assembly  a  majority  of  three.  T  stated  when  this  matter 
was  up  in  the  senate  that  I  thought  one  of  the  reasons  for  raising 
the  membership  of  the  assembly  committee  was  because  eight  was 
more  than  five.  Now  a  conference  was  called.  Now  if  it  was 
the  idea  of  the  members  of  the  assembly  who  had  voted  upon  that 
substitute,  that  the  committee  should  be  confined  to  these  charges, 
that  these  charges  were  really  the  basis  of  this  investigation,  why 
didn't  they  sav  so    and  stand  their  ground.     But,  no.     The  com- 
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niitkv  mi  conference  agreed  upon  what  resolution  should  be 
passed;  and  they  decided,  as  I  understand,  in  the  conference  com- 
mittee to  have  a  full,  fair  investigation  nol  only  of  the  Blaine 
charges,  but  every  charge  of  any  nature  that  might  come  up  be- 
fore the  committee;  any  charge  that  was  found  in  the  public  press, 
or  any  other  source  that  was  worthy  of  belief,  and  which  created 
a  presumption  that  there  might  be  some  truth  hack  of  it. 

When  this  rubstitute  amend  nent  came  up  before  the  senate  I  got 
np  and  asked  Senator  Blaine,  as  chairman  of  the  committee  on 
conference,  what  the  interpretation  of  that  should  be.  I  don't 
know  as  I  care  to  have  this  put  into  the  record,  because  I  am  only 
going  to  repeat  what  is  in  the  journal  already.    I  stated  as  follow-, ; 

"I  must  say  that  this  resolution  is  not  worded  as  T  would  like- 
to  have  it  worded,  but  still  I  think  it  is  broad  enough  to  accomplish 
the  things  desired.  That  is,  that  a  full  and  complete  investiga- 
tion shall  be  had  of  the  conducting  of  the  primary  election  in  all 
its  branches,  and  also  into  the  matter,  means  and  methods  bv 
which  the  campaign  of  United  States  senators  was  conducted  at 
the  last  primary  campaign.  While  I  think  it  will  hear  a  broad 
interpretation,  and  I  do  so  interpret  it,  I  would  rise  to  a  point  of 
information  of  the  committee  on  conference,  with  regard  to  the 
interpretation  put  upon  it  by  the  joint  committee  of  conference. 
I  would  like  to  now  have  it  made  a  matter  of  record  s, ,  that  the 
manner  of  interpretation  will  not  he  doubtful,  if  the  investigation 
shall  he  had,  and  that  is,  first,  whether  this  investigation  shall  he 
confined  to  the  charges,  filed  in  relation  to  the  alleged  corrupt  and 
unlawful  use  of  money.  Second,  whether  the  wording  that  thev 
shall  'investigate  full}',  thoroughly  and  fairly  into  the  manner, 
means  and  methods  by  which  the  last  primary  campaign  is  claimed 
to  have  been  corruptly  and  unlawfully  conducted' — whether  the 
word  'claimed'  refers  to  the  specific  charges  filed,  or  whether  that 
has  reference  to  the  claims  generally  made  throughout  the  press, 
of  general  charges  of  corruption  and  unlawful  use  of  money. 
And  wdiether  the  words:  'every  charge  of  corrupt  or  unlawful 
conduct  or  acts  on  the  pari  of  any  candidate  for  the  United  States 
senator  in  the  last  primary  campaign  and  primary  election  refer 
to  the  charges  of  corrupt  and  unlawful  use  of  money,  etc.  as  filed 
by  the  senator  from  Boscobel.  And  whether  the  words:  'That 
such  committee  shall  report  to  the  senate  and  assemhly  in  full 
upon  the  matters  referred  to  in  these  .resolutions  with  the  evidence 
of  their    findings    on    or   before    the    15th    day    of  March,  1909' 
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whether  the  words  'referred  to  in  these  resolutions'  mean  only  in 
regard  to  the  specific  acts  or  charges  filed.  1  do  not  care  about 
the  wording  of  anything.  It  is  the  spirit  iof  thi-^  resolution  thai 
I  want  to  be  informed  about;  whether  this  is  intended  to  be  a  full, 
fair,  cpcn  and  thorough  investigation  of  all  acts  of  corruption, 
etc.,  which  may  have  occurred  either  in  the  charges  or  otherwise, 
or  whether  this  is  going  to  be  confined  to  a  narrow,  unsatisfactory 
and  not  thorough  investigation  of  the  primar)  election  and,  the 
campaigns  of  United  St  b  5<  nators.  We  were  not  present  when 
the  committee  on  conference  had  their  discussion  in  regard  to  the 
changing  of  the  wording  of  this  resolution,  and  we  may  not  know 
what  interpretation  they  may  put  upon  it.  and  we  can  only  get 
such  information  from  those  who  were  a  party  to  the  discussion 
and  they  are  in  a  position  to  state  what  the  intention  of  the  join! 
committee  was.     T  would  like  to  have  it  made  clear. 

"Senator  Blaine:  The  committee  on  conference  labored  long 
over  the  la-solution  that  had  been  presented  to  the  legislature.  In 
arriving  at  a  resolution  which  we  could  recommend  for  adoption 
we  i  ecessarily  to<  k  into  c<  nsideration  all  the  resolutions  that  had 
been  presented  upon  the  subject  of  the  investigation  of  the  pri- 
mary as  it  relates  to  candidates  for  the  United  States  senate.  1 
would  saw  as  chairman  of  that  committee,  that  it  was  my  clear  un- 
derstanding  that  the  purpose  of  the  resolution  was  to  investigate 
nol  the  specific  charges  filed,  but  all  charges  made  against  candi- 
dates for  the  United  States  senate  during  the  primary  campaign, 
relating  to  the  primary  campaign  and  the  primary  election. 

"It  will  be  noticed  from  the  reading  of  the  joint  resolution,  Na 
•"».  S..  introduced  by  Senator  Husting — that  is.  his  first  preamble — 
it  refers  to  certain  charges,  or  rather  in  the  campaign  preceding 
the  recent  primary  election  it  was  openly  and  publicly  charged  by 
many  of  the  leading  men  and  newspapers  of  this  state,  that  cer- 
tain improper  and  illegal  things  were  done.  Under  the  second 
'Whereas'  it  was  again  charged  by  a  very  large  and  respectable 
portion  of  the  public  press  of  this  state  that  the  results  of  said  pri- 
mary election  were  determined  by  the  excessive  and  improper,  or 
illegal,  use  of  money.  And  other  charges  are  referred  to  in  the 
third  paragraph  ;  also  in  the  fourth  and  fifth  paragraphs  of  Sena- 
tor Hustings  resolution.  The  resolution,  substitute  amendment 
M.  No.  1.  S..  to  |t.  Res..  No.  :!.  S..  refers  to  specific  charges,  and 
goes  on  to  sav :  ''Whereas,  specific  charges  have  been  made  and 
herewith  transmitted,  relating  to  the  improper,  unlawful  and  il- 
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legal  use  of  money  by  a  candidate  for  the  nomination  to  the  office 
of  I  nited  States  senator;  now,  therefore,  be  it  resolved  by  the 
senate,  the  assembly  concurring,  that  a  committee  of  three  sena- 
tors and  three  members  of  the  assembly  be  appointed  fully,  fairly, 
thoroughly  and  impartially  to  investigate  such  charges,  and  the 
manner,  means,  and  method  by  which  the  last  primary  campaign 
and  primary  election  were  conducted  so  far  as  the  same  relates 
directly  or  indirectly  to  the  nomination  of  candidates  for  the 
United  States  senate,  and  the  members  of  the  senate  and  assembly 
who  would  be  called  upon  to  vote  upon  the  election  of  such 
senator.' 

"Now,  in  the  resolution  that  the  conference  committee  reports, 
it  was  the  clear  understanding  that  the  charges  referred  to  in  any 
part  of  the  resolution  do  not  refer  to  the  specific  charges,  but 
should  include  each  and  every  charge  which  was  made  during  the 
primary  campaign  and  election  and  any  subsequent  charges  in 
reference  to  the  primary  campaign  and  election  relating  to  the 
nomination  of  a  United  States  senator,  and  has  no  reference  to 
any  specific  charge  or  particular  charges  made  by  any  one  indi- 
vidual, but  to  al!  charges  of  corrupt  and  illegal  use  of  money,  and 
the  intention  of  the  conference  committee  in  drafting  the  resolu- 
tion as  they  have  done,  was  to  make  the  resolution — give  the  com- 
mittee, under  the  resolution,  the  widest  latitude  possible,  to  go 
into  the  manner  and  means  and  methods  by  which  the  last  pri- 
mary campaign  is  claimed  to  have  been  corruptly  or  illegally  con- 
ducted. 

There  is  some  more  there,  but  this  covers  about  the  entire 
ground,  and  I  do  not  want  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  committee  in 
reading  it  in  full ;  but  there  is  the  interpretation  of  that  resolution. 
Now,  didn't  Senator  Blaine  himself  state  the  purposes  of  this  in- 
vestigation? Is  it  to  be  a  full,  fair  and  thorough  investigation  of 
all  the  charges?  Why  do  you  still  insist  that  this  resolution  must 
be  interpreted  by  the  amendment  substitute,  which  was  turned 
down  by  the  committee  on  conference? 

Now,  what  is  the  purpose  of  calling  Senator  Blaine?  What 
useful  purpose  is  it  going  to  serve?  If  Senator  Blaine  comes  up 
here  and  tells  you  that  these  charges  were  told  to  him  by  certain 
individuals,  von  may  then  say :  Well,  we  must  look  into  this,  and 
see  whether  these  witnesses  know  anything  about  it.  and  if  they 
say  they  got  it  from  some  other  individuals  call  them,  and  you  will 
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sidetrack  this  whole  investigation,  and  it  will  become  a  Farce. 
Now,. do  you  want  an  investigation? 

Mr.  I  [ambrecht :      Not  if  the  charges  were  a  farce. 

Senator  Busting:  Yon  will  lose  track  of  the  facts;  yon  will 
not  he  investigating  charges,  but  yon  will  he  investigating  the 
source  of  the  charges.  I  say  the  facts  should  he  investigated  ;  not 
what  somebody  said  to  somehedy  else,  or  where  Senator  Blaine 
got  the  information  which  he  has. 

Now,  if  it  is  the  purpose  of  this  committee  to  proceed  along  the 
lines  which  they  all  agreed  to  the  other  day  in  informal  confer- 
ence, thai  Senator  Stephenson's  campaign  is  hanging  in  the  bal- 
ance, and  that  therefore  we  should  proceed  along  the  line  of  in- 
vestigating Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign,  to  the  end  that  he  and  the 
legislature  may  know  where  they  are  at.  why,  we  are  all  agreed  to 
it.  It  was  agreed  that  Mr.  Edmonds  should  he  called.  Mr.  Pue- 
lichef,  and  Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign  managers  and  lieutenants, 
and  lie  investigated  as  to  the  facts  of  this  matter.  Now,  I  say. 
what  has  caused  the  change?  Why  is  it.  and  what  is  the  purple 
of  it.  if  it  is  not  to  delay  and  hinder  this  investigation,  rather  than 
help  it.  1  )oes  it  make  any  material  difference  to  the  people  of  this 
state  where  Mr.  Blaine  got  his  information,  or  do  the  people  of 
this  state  want  to  know  whether  the  information  which  he  did  get 
Avas  true  and  correct,  and  home  out  by  the  facts?  They  are  not 
interested  in  where  he  got  it.  It  does  not  make  any  difference 
whether  this  information  came  from  Tom,  Dick  or  Harry,  or 
whether  it  came  from  some  people  in  the  Republican  party  or  the 
social  democratic  party,  or  the  democratic  party,  or  any  other 
parte.  They  are  interested  in  knowing  whether  the  facts  are  true, 
or  the  charges  are  true.  Now,  the  charges  are  here.  They  state 
specifically  what  is  charged.  Those  men  against  whom  charges 
are  raised  can  he  brought  here  to  show  whether  these  charges  are 
true  or  not.  Isn't  it  the  logical,  practical  way,  to  go  to  the  foun- 
tain head  of  this  entire  business?  Is  there  anybody  more  able  to 
tell  us  the  facts  upon  this  election  than  the  candidate  and  his  cam- 
paign manager?  Can  you  go  to  any  more  authoritative  source  to 
find  out  whether  these  charges  are  true  or  not?  Suppose  you  call 
in  Senator  Blaine?  What  for?  You  put  on  their  guard  every 
witness  in  this  state  who  may  he  called;  and  before  they  can  be 
gotten  in  here  they  may  not  be  in  this  state  when  the  time  comes. 
It  is  possible,  is  it  not?  Does  the  district  attorney,  attending  a 
Grand  Jury  proceeding,  go  and  publish  in  the  newspapers  every 
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witness  he  expects  to  call  to  prove  his  case?  Does  the  district  at- 
torney holding  an  inquest,  tell  in  advance  what  witnesses  lie  is  go- 
in-  to  rail,  until  he  has  actually  subpoenaed  them?  Does  anybody 
know  of  any  Grand  Jury  proceedings,  any  subpoena  that  is  issued, 
until  it  is  actually  served? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Subpoena  them  now.  Send  out  your  sub- 
p<  icnas. 

Air.  Husting:     They  cannot  be  subpoenaed  in  two  minutes." 

.Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  would  just  as  soon  you  would  write  out  the 
subpoenas  now,  and  send  then  out. 

Mr.  Hra_\-:  1  want  to  say  that  the  members  of  this  committee 
from  the  assembly  have  been  allowed  to  proceed  with  what  they 
had  to  say  without  interruption,  and  I  want  at  this  time  to  request 
that  they  extend  the  same  courtesy  to  the  members  of  this  com- 
mittee from  the  senate.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  at  this  time,  but  1 
think  it  is  a  courtesy  they  are  entitled  to,  and  I  think  we  all  want 
to  have  fair  play. 

Mr.  Husting:  I  thank  you.  Now,  it  seems  t  >  me,  gentlemen, 
that  we  ought  to  proceed  along  the  lines  that  are  outlined.  This 
is  not  to  see  whether  somebody  is  going  to  win  out,  or  somebody 
is  going  to  lose  out.  We  have  proceeded  so  far  along  the  line  of 
the  first  intention  of  this  committee.  The  people  of  the  state  are 
waiting  to  be  informed  on  this  proposition.  The  men  over  whom 
charges  have  been  hanging  ought  to  be  glad  to  have  it  over  with 
at  the  earliest  opportunity.  Even  those  men  who  are  here  under 
charges  are  not  concerned  as  to  where  he  got  tins  information. 
unless  the  information  was  false,  and  should  fail.  It  will  do  but 
little  good  to  Senator  Stephenson,  or  any  other  candidate  for  pri- 
mary election,  to  know  who  made  these  charges  against  him.  T 
should  think  that  they  would  want  to  have  these  charges  removed, 
if  they  are  untrue  ;  and  then  call  upon  the  senator  who  made  the 
charges  to  find  out  whether  they  were  made  without  basis  of  facts. 
That  is  the  attitude  that  I  take  in  this  matter.  1  feel  as  though 
we  ought  to  go  into  this  investigation,  no  matter  where  it  may  lead. 
I  don't  care  into  what  parties  it  leads.  It  makes  no  difference 
what  the  consequences  are,  because  it  is  a  matter  I  think  that  the 
people  are  interested  in,  and  want  to  see  pushed  to  a  finish.  Wh;  t 
attitude  will  any  member  of  this  committee  be  in  if  this  should 
develop  into  what  they  cal  a  "whitewash"?  Nobody  wants  it. 
From  what  I  understood  the  committee  to  say  in  the  conferences 
we  have  had  they  wanted  a  full,  fair  and  complete  investigation: 
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and  it  seems  to  me  if  you  want  that  there  is  only  one  logical  course 

t< i  pursue,  ami  that  i^  t « >  go  mi  as  we  have,  and  push  it  to  the  end; 
and  if  the  charges  are  baseless  the  people  have  the  right  to  know 
on  what  the  charges  arc  based. 

Senator  Morris:     May  I  have  just  a  word? 

(  hairman  Marsh  :     Yes. 

Senator  Morris:  I  took  it,  from  what  Mr.  Hambrecht  has  said, 
that  his  position  is  this:  The  committee  ought  to  be  advised  as 
to  what  Mr.  Blaine  may  have  in  the  way  of  evidence.  Xi.w,  if 
that  is  his  position  I  agree  with  him.  1  think  the  committee  ought 
to  know,  if  it  desires  to  know,  what  evidence  Mr.  Blaine  has  . 
I  think  Mr.  Blaine  ought  to  give  it  to  us.  I  feel  very  certain  that 
he  would,  if  requested.  The  objection  here  is  to  his  disclosing 
to  the  public,  as  I  have  already  stated,  as  to  these  people  who  are 
being  examined,  in  advance,  just  what  Mr.  Blaine  may  have. 

Now,  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Chairman,  whether  it  wou'd  be  proper 
or  not,  but  Mr.  Stephenson's  attorneys  are  here,  and  I  would  like 
to  ask  Mr.  llyzer  and  Mr.  Black  if  they  think  the  proceeding  as 
suggested  by  the  gentlemen  who  insist  on  calling  Mr.  Blaine  at 
this  time, would  he  regarded  hy  them  as  proper  practicein  behalf 
of  a  Grand  Jury  or  any  other  inquisitorial  body,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  committee.  1  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  llyzer  and  Mr.  Black  if 
they  regard  that  as  a  safe  proceeding;  if  the)-  were  conducting 
a  probe  for  the  purpose  of  getting  at'the  real  truth.  Would  you 
so  consider  it,  Mr.  Hyzer? 

'Idle  Chairman  :  If  there  is  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
mittee we  will  listen  to  Hyzer.     There  is  no  objection. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  there  might  perhaps  well 
he  objection.  It  might  he  highly  improper  for  any  outsider,  and 
particularly  a  representative  of  Senator  Stephenson,  to  address  the 
committee  upon  such  a  subject.  I  have  no  objection,  but  I  think 
any  member,  or  some  member  or  members  of  the  committee 
might  well  have  some  objection. 

The  Chairman:     I  do  not  hear  any  objection. 

Mr.  Bray:     Xo  objection.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Such  a  question  as  that  addresses  itself,  of  course, 
to  an  attorney,  as  a  question  of  judgement  in  the  conduct  ol  a 
legal  investigation.  In  this  particular  instance  it  not  only  ad- 
dresses itself  to  an  attorney,  but  to  one  of  the  attorneys  for  Sena- 
tor Stephenson — speaking  for  myself.     Also  to  another  attorney 
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of  Small  >r  Stephensi  »n's  :  si  i  the  question  has  a  double  aspect ;  and 
in  my  case  it  has  a  third  aspect,  and  which  I  will  -peak  of  first.  (  hie 
of  the  charges  presented  by  Senator  Blaine  involves  myself.     So 

far  as  it  involves  me  1  have  only  this  suggestion  to  make,  that  the 
committee  pursue  the  best  course  it  can  advise  to  determine  the 
facts  behind  the  charge.  I  will  not  now  speak  of  the  charge,  or 
the  facts  behind  it,  because  it  would  be  improper  for  me  to  fore- 
stall any  inquiry  which  the  committee  might  desire  to  make:  but 
I  suggest  that  if  there  is  any  member  of  this  committee,  one  mem- 
ber of  this  committee,  who  has  in  his  mind  any  lingering  idea  that 
the  calling  of  Senator  1  Maine  first  might  give  me  any  advantage 
with  respect  to  the  charge.  I  beg  that  I  be  called  first ;  to  leave  all 
other  questions  out  as  to  your  personal  judgements  upon  the  ques- 
tion. Waive  your  personal  judgments  and  differences  on  that 
question  and  yield  to  one  member  of  this  committee  who  may  have 
any  idea  that  the  calling  of  Senator  Blaine  might  prejudice  the 
further  conduct  of  this  investigation.  Do  it  for  me  anyway.  1 
know  I  am  exaggerating  the  importance  of  the  matter  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  but  nevertheless,  before  the  legislature  of  the  state 
of  Wisconsin  my  name  has  been  included  in  a  charge  made  by  a 
senator  of  the  state  senate.  I  know  the  charge  is  somewhat  in- 
consequential, but  it  is  there,  and  I  am  a  citizen  of  the  state  of 
"Wisconsin  and  I  say :  Pursue  the  best  method  of  getting  at  that 
fact,  and  call  me  first.  I  would  regard  that  as  a  favor,  because 
I  know  some  of  the  members  of  this  committee  think  it  would  be 
disadvantageous  to  the  investigation  to  call  Senator  Blaine  first. 

Xow.  just  for  a  moment — I  am  not  going  to  any  length  in  this 
matter:  T  have  the  right,  and  in  fact,  it  is  my  duty  to  say  what 
I  have  said  in  reference  to  myself.  Xow,  going  back  to  the  main 
question. 

Senator  Morris:  You  understand  my  question,  the  question  T 
asked  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  The  question  of  whether  in  my  judgment  you 
•ought  to  pursue  one  course  or  the  other. 

Senator  Morris :     No. 

Mr.  Hyzer  :    What  was  it  ? 

Senator  Morris:  My  question  is  this:  Do  you  think  the  calling 
of  Mr.  Blaine  will  assist  this  committee  in  getting  at  the  truth? 
Do  you  consider  that  the  giving  of  his  evidence,  or  the  disclosing 
of  his  mind,  so  to  speak,  to  these  people  who  are  about  to  lie 
•called  would  be  advantageous? 
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Mr.  Hyzer:  That  is  the  same  question,  whether  il  is  best  to  call 
him  now,  or  some  other  time. 

Senator  Morris:  No;  whether  you  think  the  calling  of  Mr. 
Blaine  at  this  time,  and  the  disclosures  by  him  of  the  evidence  in 
his  possession  will  assist  us  in  getting  at  the  facts,  the  truth. 

M.  Hyzer:  Why,]  don't  know.  The  only  way  I  could  teii  any- 
thing about  it  would  be  to  talk  with  Senator  Blaine.  It"  it  was 
conducting  a  lawsuit,  and  I  wanted  to  know  how  to  proceed  I 
would  talk  with  my  witnesses. 

Senator  Morris:  Then  you  consider  that  it"  Mr.  Blaine  talked 
with  the  members  of  the  committee  the}  woul  1  be  in  a  better  posi- 
tion then  to  determine  what  was  best  to  do  in  order  to  get  at  the 
real  truth  ? 

Mr.  I  [yzer:    Why,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned,  yes. 

Senator  Morris:  That  answers  my  question. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Now,  perhaps  1  should  not  have  said  what  I  have 
said,  but  I  understood  your  question  to  involve  the  calling  of  Sena- 
tor Blaine  now,  and  whether  that  would  be  an  advantage  or  a  dis- 
advantage in  the  further  investigation.  Now,  you  will  readily 
see  that  involves  [ome  personal  considerations. 

Senator  Morris:  I  didn't  think  of  that  when  1  asked  yon  the 
question. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Have  I   fully  answered  you? 

Senator  Morris:   You  have,  to  my  satisfaction. 

Mr.  lira}':  Inasmuch  as  Senator  Morris  has  asked  Mr.  Hyzer 
for  an  expression  of  opinion  with  regard  to  the  propriety  oi  cali- 
ing  Mr.  Blaine  now,  I  would  like  to  hear  Mr.  Hyzer's  opinion  with 
regard  to  that  matter.  No  objection  was  made  to  hearing  from 
Mr.  Hyzer,  on  the  part  of  any  member  of  the  committee,  that  I 
heard:  and  T  hear  no  objection  now.  I  think,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Hyzer  has  already  partially  covered  the  subject,  that  it 
is  only  fair  and  just — although  perhaps  not  quite  proper,  coming 
from  an  attorney  of  Senator  Stephenson's,  that  he  be  heard.  At 
least,  1  do  not  see  how  it  can  do  any  harm.  If  it  is  the  sentiment 
-of  the  members  of  the  committee,  and  unless  there  is  some  objec- 
tion. T  would  like  to  hear  further,  as  long  as  it  has  been  brought 
up  ;  and  I  request  Mr.  Hyzer  to  continue. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  if  Mr.  Hyzer  has  anything  further  to 
say  no  member  of  the  committee  would  object  to  it. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Of  course,  I  would  be  glad  to  know,  to  under- 
stand, just  what  the  committee  desires  from  me. 
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Air.  Bray:  If  possible  I  would  like  to  ask  your  opinion,  if  it 
is  not  inconsistent  with  your  duty  to  your  client,  Mr.  Stephenson, 
Senator  Stephenson,  to  give  us,  independent  of  any  relationship 
you  may  have  with  him,  your  idea  of  whether  the  interests  and 
the  purposes  of  this  investigation  will  be  best  served  by  calling 
Mr.  Blaine  at  this  time,  or  after  the  investigation  is  about  to  be 
concluded  and  all  the  other  witnesses  have  testified:  or.  not  to  call 
Mr.  IHaine  at  all.  I  realize  the  embarrassment  that  we  may  he 
causing  you,  and  if  you  would  prefer  not  to  say  anything  on  the 
subject  why ,  I  think  you  have  a  good  reason  to  decline  to  express 
any  opinion  on  this  point.  My  only  reason  in  asking  you  now  for 
anything  further  on  this  subject  is  because  when  you  spoke  before 
you  were  interrupted,  and  asked  to  give  a  view  on  the  side-lights, 
on  the  ;  ide  issue  only:  and  inasmuch  as  you  have  taken  the  matter 
up  at  all  I  would  like  to  hear  your  entire  opinion  on  the  subject, 
without  interruption. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  The  chairman's  questions  causes  me  no  embarrass- 
ment, further  than  the  natural  hesitation  of  a  lawyer  in  address- 
ing  a  court,  the  members  of  which  are  in  disagreement.  (  >f 
course,  a  lawyer  understands  right  off  that  when  he  d  >es  that  he 
may  he  irritating  one  of  the  judges.  Lawyers  do  not  like  to  do 
that,  you  know.  Therefore,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  am  not  setting 
my  opinion  up  here  as  anything  in  the  world  except  a  personal 
opinion:  an  opinion  as  an  attorney,  I  mean.  But  the  question 
which  you  ask  is  one  about  which  lawyers  or  laymen  might  well 
disagree.  I  suppose  we  are  all  on  the  side  of  a  prosecution,  all  of 
us.  and  we  are  discussing  what  course  we  should  pursue  in  the 
prosecution  ;  we  might  well  disagree.  I  have  done  that  lots  of 
times  in  consultations  with  lawyers  on  one  side  of  the  case; 
whether  we  should  call  one  witness  at  one  time  or  another  witness 
first,  or  how  the  matter  should  he  pursued.  Now  I  think,  gentle- 
men of  the  committee — and  I  appreciate  the  honor  of  the  interro- 
gation— I  think  that  the  question  should  largely  he  determined,  if 
you  can  agree  about  that,  upon  the  nature  of  this  proceeding :  and 
I  am  speaking  now  wholly  without  reference  to  any  question  of 
attorney  and  client.  I  am  speaking  generally.  If  this  proceed- 
ing here  is  in  the  nature  of  the  investigation  of  the  charges  against 
somebody,  the  natural  course  to  pursue,  as  T  look  at  as  a  lawyer, 
would  be  what  the  person  making  the  charges  had  to  say  about 
them.  From  that  standpoint  it  ought  to  make  no  difference  in  the 
world  what  the  result  of  what  the  person  had  to  say  about  the 
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charges  would  be.  That  happens  every  day  in  court.  In  every 
criminal  case,  and  in  every  civil  case,  the  plaintiff  making  the 
charge  against  the  defendant  calk  his  witnesses.  <  >f  course  that 
puts  the  other  side  in  the  poss<  ssion  of  knowledge.  I  te  can'1  help 
it.  The  same  is  true  in  a  criminal  case.  The  state  making  the 
charge,  calls  the  witnesses  for  the  state  to  prove  it.  Of  c  mrse, 
in  doing  so  it  puts  the  defendanl  in  possession  of  all  the  know  ledge 
that  the  state  has  got.  That  is  the  method  established  by  legal 
procedure,  and  it  makes  no  difference  whether  the  defendanl  in 
the  civil  case,  or  the  defendant  in  the  criminal  case,  profits  by  it. 
That  is  the  procedure  under  our  system  of  jurisprudence.  Whether 
the  defendant  in  either  case  profits  or  not  is  not  considered. 
That  is  the  method.  So  that  if  you  view  this  case  as  an  investiga- 
tion of  charges  made  against  somebody  that  would  be  the  natural 
way  to  pursue. 

Now,  on  the  other  hand — and  I  say  it  with  equal  frankness, 
gentlemen — if  this  is  a  legislative  inquiry  relating  wholly  to  a  state 
condition,  without  reference  to  anybody  except  the  people  neces- 
sarily involved  in  the  condition,  no  mere  involving  Senator 
Stephenson  or  the  other  senatorial  candidates  than  Hie  men  who 
did  the  work;  no  mure  involving  them  than  the  organizers  who 
went  to  the  polls,  if  it  is  the  condition  rather  than  any  individual. 
why,  then  the  natural  way  to  proceed  would  be  to  follow  the 
course  which  wctild  put  you  in  possession  of  the  facts,  whatever 
that  course  be.  I  know  of  no  other  way  to  answer  your  question, 
or  to  treat  the  subject,  than  to  determine  first  the  nature  of  the 
proceedings,  the  question  before  you.  and  to  pursue  the  nethod 
that  shall  be  suggested  by  your  determination  upon  that  question. 
I  could  not  answer  the  question  differently  if  1  tried.  That  is  the 
way  I  would  have  to  look  at  it.  and  1  should  punue  the  one  course 
or  the  other  as  I  determined  the  preliminary  question;  that  is. 
determined  what  I  was  doing. 

Now,  whether  this  is  an  investigation  of  any  person  or  not,  I 
do  not  care  to  discuss.  Of  course.  I  do  not  think  that  would  be 
proper  for  me  to  do  under  the  circumstances.  I  do  want  to  say 
this,  gentlemen,  and  I  ask  you  to  permit  me  to  -ay  it.  first,  because 
this  is  not  a  lawsuit — if  it  was  I  would  not  say  what  \  am  going  to 
say;  it  is  rather  in  the  nature  of  a  public  proceeding,  and  certain  of 
the  newspapers  have  seen  fit.  in  their  benevolent  interest  in  public 
affairs  to  indicate  that  I.  here  before  this  committee,  have  en- 
deavored to  influence — not  improperly,  I  don't  mean,  but  as  an 
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attorney — the  course  of  the  procedure,  and  possibly  to  prevent  the 
complete  investigation.     Now,  I  want  to  say  this:    I  think  I  under- 
stand the  solemnity  of  this  occasion.     I   think  I   understand  that 
when  the  legislature  of   a   great  state   like   Wisconsin   solemnly 
determines  to  investigate  a  condition,  or  even  a  person,  with  re- 
spect to  important  state  affairs,  that  no  individual,  and  no  attorney, 
has  the  right  to  even  attempt  to  obstruct  that  investigation:  and 
so  far  as  my  presence  before  this  committee  is  concerned  and  just 
as  long  as  I  am  here,  my  effort  will  he  to  aid  this  committee  in  the 
fullest  and  most  complete  investigation  of  what  they  have  under- 
taken;  and    when    it    hecomes   necessary,    if    it    shall    during  the 
progress  of  this  investigation — and  I  do  not  for  a  moment  even 
imagine  that  such  a  condition  will  exist — to  conceal  anything,  or 
attempt  to  conceal  anything,  I  will  withdraw.     So  far  as  Senator 
Stephenson  is  concerned.  Mr.  Black  and  myself  both  agree  that 
this  committee  pursue  such  course  as  will  best  bring  out  the  facts; 
neither  disapproving  or  approving  or  commenting  upon  the  meth- 
ods  which  may  have  been   followed  in  the  campaign — 1   do   not 
mean  methods  with  the  people,  but  methods  of  conducting  a  politi- 
cal campaign — whatever  there  is  to  it,  gentlemen,  let  it  all  come. 
Let  us  have  it.   It  may  not  be  the  first  time  that  it  has  happened,  but 
it  may  be  the  first  time  that  it  is  spread  out  on  the  records,  in  the 
sun-light.     Whether  it  is  a  new  procedure  in  conducting  political 
campaigns  or  not,  let  us  have  it,  and  have  the  whole  of  it.  and  have 
every  fact  connected  with  it.  If  you  find  it  to  be  subject  to  criticism 
as  to  methods — I  am  not  saying  it  is  or  is  not — it  will  be  time 
enough  to  determine  that  when  we  get  the  evidence — it  may  work 
some  future  benefit  to  the  people  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin.  Pursue 
such  course  as  you  gentlemen  judge  to  be  best:  but  understand 
fully  that  we  are  here  for  Senator  Stephenson  to  say  publicly,  and 
in  no  way  talking  to  the  galleries,  that  we  will  aid  yon  in  every 
way  we  can  in  bringing  every  solitary  fact  of  Senator  Stephen- 
son's campaign  to  this  open  investigation,  and  let  your  judgment 
fall  where  it  will  in  the  end  :  and  in  pursuance  of  this  deliberate 
purpose  I  regard  myself,  and  I  know  Mr.   Black  regards  himself. 
as  sworn  officers  of  the  court  under  a  public  duty  :  and  in  the  per- 
formance of  that  public  duty  we  will  also  perform  a  duty  to  our 
client  which  we  believe  we  owe  him.  in  this  solemn  situation. 

(Turning  to  newspaper  reporters):     I  say  part  of  that  for 
yon.  gentlemen.     Of  course  you  will  misrepresent  it.  as  yon  al- 
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ways  do — I  mean  the  Milwaukee  Journal.  Thai  is  your  par- 
ticular business  in  this  particular  subjeel  matter. 

Mr  Ingalls:  It'  I  can  succeed  in  disassociating  myself  from 
any  appearance  of  bias  or  interest,  I  will  think  I  have  ;ii  leasl 
succeeded  in  doing  something  in  whal  little  I  have  i<>  say  on 
ihis  question.  M  seems  in  me  thai  the  real  question  here  thai 
has  generated  this  discussion  is  perfectly  simple  and  perfectly 
plain  and  one  upon  which  we  oughl  not  to  differ  seriously.  II 
is  no1  extremely  important  whether  Mr.  Blaine  is  called  6rs1 
or  whether  some  other  witness  is.  It  isn't  a  serious  question.  I 
don't  think,  at  all.  Now.  if  I  view  the  attitude  of  this  commit- 
tee correctly,  I  certainly  could  not  help  bu1  he  impressed  with 
some  in  the  statements  which  have  been  uttered  upon  this 
question. 

Now.  the  sovereignty  of  this  state  is  the  legislature,  if  there 
is  any  sovereignty;  that  is  the  highesl  power  in  the  state  that 
we  have  got.  That  power  is  concentrated  in  this  committee, 
and  that  is  why  the  situation  is  importanl  to  solve.  It  involves 
a  greal  many  men  and  a  great  many  interests  and  it  involves 
the  public  and  the  parties  of  this  state.  When  I  say  thai  the 
sovereignty  of  this  state  is  involved  in  the  legislature,  and  that 
we,  sitiini;-  here,  represent  that  sovereignty,  commissioned  def- 
inately  to  do  certain  things.  !  further  say  that  this  slate,  in  its 
sovereign  power,  can't  afford  to  do  any  injustice  to  anybody, 
big  or  small,  rich  or  poor.  I  do  not  believe  that  Ihis  commit- 
tee in  its  sovereign  power  can  impugn  the  motives  of  anybody 
in  this  investigation  thus  far',  nor  lias  it  any  desire  to  do  so. 
And  it  seems  to  me  thai  we  take  an  extreme  view  of  the  situa- 
tion when  we  even  say  that  any  witness  thus  far  or  thai  any 
witness  in  the  future  thai  may  he  called,  will  he  adverse  to  this 
investigation  As  to  any  witness  thus  far  the  demonstration 
lias  been  quite  to  the  contrary.  Every  man  has  appeared  a1 
the  lirst  requesl  that  lias  gone  out,  everyone  of  them,  voluntar- 
ily, and  given  up  whatever  information  he  had.  without  objec- 
tion— hardly  an  objection  has  been  raised.  Now.  to  even  saw 
and  I  don't  say  this  in  any  spirit  ot  criticism  at  all.  that  any  of 
these  witnesses  thai  have  testified,  or  any  thai  will  testify  in 
the  future,  are  adverse  in  any  sense,  is  a  criticism  perhaps 
which   is  unjust  toward  any  of  them. 

Now,  further,  T  do  not  agree  with  Senator  Morris  or  Sen- 
ator Marsh  that  this  is  the  trial   of  no  man.     I  don't  believe 
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thai  that  is  the  spirit  of  this  investigation,  thai   it   is  the  trial 
of  no  man.     If  il   is.  we  are  without  chart  or  compass  in  the 
conduct  of  this  investigation.     If  we  arc  commissioned  to  in- 
vestigate all  of  the  political   management  of  all  of  the  cam- 
paigns before  and  after  the  primary,  then  we  arc  without  any 
compass  or  any  guide  in  the  investigation.     If  it  is  wide  open. 
if  it's  an   investigation  or  trial  of  no  man.  then  where  Avill  it 
begin  and  where  will  it  end:     The  chairman  takes  a  different 
view,  that  it  is  a  trial  of  co-tain  men.  that  it  is  an  adverse  ex- 
amination, that  the  facts  ought  not  to  be  disclosed.     Now.  Let 
me  say  here,  if  I  can  in  a  broad  way.  on  that  question,  that  I  do 
not   believe,   and   I   thought   differently  last   evening,   that  it 
makes   a  particle   of  difference  whether  Mr.   Blaine  is   called 
now  or  later,  so  far  as  that  goes.     I  do  not  believe  that  we  have 
any  right  to  impute  to  any  man.  high  or  low,  in  this  state — at 
least  the  state  should  be  the  last  to  impute  to  any  man.   im- 
proper   conduct,    because    we    may.  forsooth,  eall    Mr.    Blaine 
first  or  last,  and  if  he  discloses  things  and  these  men  disappear 
from  the  state      What  is  the  difference.'     If  we  are  unable  to 
wet  proof,  because  the  witness  disappears  or  covers  up  things, 
we  ought  not  to  assume  that  any  man  will  do  any  such  thine-. 
If  he  does,  this  committee  will  find  it  out  and  there  will  he  no 
question   about  that.     Now.  I  don't  say  that  in  any  spirit   of 
criticism  so  far  as   any   members   of  this  committee  are   con- 
cerned.    We   have   worked    harmoniously   together  so   far:  it 
seems  to  he  a  question  of  the  order  of  calling  a  particular  wit- 
ness.    The  whole  thing  turns  upon  this  point.     Now,  what   is 
this  issue — what  do  we  understand  by  it?     It  seems  to  me  we 
ought  to  call  attention  to  exactly  what  we  are  doing  here.     If 
this  is  a  wide  open  investigation  to  investigate  everything,  let 
us  know  it.     Now.  Senator  Husting  is  absolutely  correct  when 
he  says  that  this  investigation   is  not   confined  to  the  specific 
charges.    .lie  is  perfectly  correct  on  that.     Mr.  Blaine  is  not 
correct  in  his  construction  of  his  resolution  at  all.  in  my  judg- 
ment, and  I  do  not  think  that  Senator  Sanborn,  who  is  the 
chairman  of  the  senate  committee,  would  claim  that  he  was.  in 
any  sense  of  the  word.     But  so  far  as  being  confined  to  any 
specific  charge  in  this  investigation,  that  is  not  the  ease  at  all. 
The  charge  is  clearly  disclosed  in  the  resolution  that  was  finally 
adopted.     Now,   remember,   that   the   senate  resolution  which 
was   first    passed    did    confine    itself   to   the  specific    charges:   it 
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was  so  staled  in  the  preliminary  pari  and  carried  through  the 
resolution,     It  came  over  to  the  assembly,  and  the  conference 

was  the  result.     In  that  senate  resolution  there  was  included 
all   of  the  assemblymen  and  all  oi    the  senators,  both  at    the 
primaries  and  in  the  election,  everyone  of  them.     There  is  also 
included  in  that  resolution  an  investigation  of  the  primary  svs- 
tem  proper,  in  order  that  the  legislature  oiigb.1  he  informed  as 
i"  whether  the  law  was  good  or  had.     'I  hat  was  all  in  the* 
fore   this   conference  committee   met.     Now.   when    they   met, 
what    was  the  result?     It    is   perfectly  plain   what  the  resull 
was.      I  do  not   call  attention  to  this  Tor  Hie   purpose  of  liniit- 
ing  this  examination,   other  than   it    is  legitimately   limited   in 
the  resolution  which  was  adopted.      Now.  if.  Prom  any  construc- 
tion that  can  he  placed  upon  it.  this  is  an  investigation  of  any- 
thing hut    the  corrupt    and    unlawful    use  of  money   by   United 
States  senators,  then  we  want  to  know  it  now.     If  we  are  com- 
missioned to  go  outside  of  that,  then   it  is  our  duty  to  do  it: 
it  not.  we  must  stick  to  it.      Now,  I  only  say  this  incidentally  in 
passing,  because  by  friend,  the  senator  on  the  other  side  of  the 
table,  alluded  to  the  same  subject.     Now.  here  is  the  language 
of  it  :    "Providing  for  a  legislative  investigation  regarding  the 
alleged  corrupl  and  unlawful  use  of  money  by  candidates  for 
the    United   States   senate   in    the    last    primary   campaign   and 
primary  election."     That's  the  controlling  clause  in  it.     What 
next  do  we  have:    '■  Whereas.  Charges  have  been  made  relating 
to  alleged  corrupt  and  unlawful  use  of  money  by  candidates 
for  nomination  to  the  office  of  United  States  senator  in  the  last 
primary  election."  It  don't  say  "specific  charges,"  but  charges 
generally,    "and,  Whereas,  An  investigation  should  be  had  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  facts  with  reference  to  such 
corrupt   and  unlawful  a;-ts:  now.  therefore,  be  it  Resolved." 
etc..  and  further  on  jn  the  resolution  it  says.  "The  joint  com- 
mittee shall   investigate  fully,  thoroughly  and  fairly  into  the 
manner,   means  and  methods   by  which  the  last  primary  cam- 
paign   is   claimed   to   have   keen    corruptly   or   unlawfully   con- 
ducted, and  every  charge  of  corrupt  or  unlawful  conduct  or 
acts  on  the  part  of  any  candidate  for  United  States  senator  in 
the  last   primary  campaign   and  primary  election."     Now.  no- 
body would  construe  that  to  go  beyond  the  conduct  of  United 
States  senator.     It   isn't  in  there  by  language  or  construction 
anywhere.     Now.    then    can    it    he    said    that    Senator    .Morris' 
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claim  is  true  thai  no  man  is  on  trial  here?  Can  il  be  said,  in 
view  of  any  reasonable  construction  of  that,  that  we  are  con- 
ducting an  investigation  here  for  information  to  1 1n-  Legisla- 
ture for  the  purposes  of  legislation?  That  will  be  true  in  so 
far  as  the  evidence  is  developed  in  connection  with  those 
charges.  They  will  have  the  benefil  of  thai  information,  no 
question  about  it.  bul  to  say  thai  we  arc  to  go  into  this  for  the 
purpose  of  furnishing  thai  information,  we  are  not  commis- 
sioned as  a  committee,  as  I  understand  it.  to  do  anything  of 
tin'  kind,  in  sit  far  as  thai  may  he  disconnected  with  the  real 
charges  a1  issue. 

Senator  Morris:  It'  that  is  true,  why  is  it  that  you  spenl  so 
much  time,  and  Mr.  Hambrecht,  in  questioning  along  that  line  .' 

Mr.  Ingalls:  No  objection  was  made.  Il  went  in.  it  will  he 
instructive  to  the  Legislature.  It  went  in  without  objection, 
and  as  a  matter  which  we  might  let  go  in.  we  can  continue  to 
let  it  go  in  if  it  isn't  objected  to.  Bu1  there  is  no  purpose  in 
doing  it.  I  say  it  is  useful  to  the  legislature,  there  is  no  ques- 
tion  about  that.     I  am  now  talking  about  the  charges  proper. 

I  helped  to  draw  this  resolution  myself  and  was  on  that  com- 
mittee and  know  that  the  very  question  of  whether  it  would  be 
a  legislative  investigation  for  the  benefil  of  the  Legislature  was 
one  of  the  most  discussed  questions  in  it.  and  it  was  excluded 
purposely,  and  the  wry  questions  of  whether  senators  and  as- 
semblymen should  he  included  in  it  was  a  much  mooted  ques- 
tion. That  was  excluded  for  the  very  reason  that  there  wasn't 
any  dispute  on  that  question  and  the  conference  committee 
simply  took  up  the  disputed  question.  Now.  my  friend  says 
that  five  assemblymen  and  three  senators  were  put  on  the  com- 
mittee. That  has  always  been  the  rules  as  between  the  two 
houses,  except  in  wvy  exceptional  circumstances.  T  have  noth- 
ing to  say  with  reference  in  that. 

Now.  with  regard  to  Mr.  Blaine  being  called.  I  do  not  think, 
as  I  view  it  now.  that  we  oughl  to  assume  that  there  is  a  single 
man  in  the  state  of  "Wisconsin,  when  Ave  sit  here  in  the  sov- 
ereignty of  this  state,  that  there  is  a  single  man  in  the  state  of 
Wisconsin  that  will  endeavor  to  escape  and  cover  up  his  tracks 
because  we  happen  to  call  Mr.  Blaine  first,  lie  may  or  may  not 
know  it.  I  believe  it's  an  assumption  that  we.  sitting'  here  in 
our  power,  representing  the  sovereignty  of  this  state,  cannot 
afford  to  indulge  in.     I  believe  that  is  the  big,  broad  view  to 
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take  of  it.  We  will  gel  al]  these  facts  thai  are  material  to  this 
investigation  before  we  gel  through,  undoubtedly.  There  may 
be  a  Limitation  on  it.  bu1  I  don'1  think  thai  in  this  case  we 
oughl  to  assume  even  thai  anybody  is  an  adverse  witness,  or 
thai  anybody  is  going  to  cover  up  anything.  They  may,  I  don'1 
say  the  won't:  bul  Lei  us  be  free  and  clean,  free  from  any  in- 
timation  or  assumption  thai  there  is  a  lo1  of  rogues  hanging 
around  here,  trying  to  cover  up  their  tracks  in  this  election 
business.  I  believe  we  will  gel  along  with  it  better,  handle  it 
better,  by  taking  ;i  broader  view  ol  it.  1  don'1  care  whether 
.Mi-.  Blaine  is  called  first  or  not.  Ii'  there  is  any  gentleman  de- 
sires to  call  him  now,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have  him 
called,  1  won'1  oppose  it.  because  I  (l<m*t  think  ii  will  hurl  this 
investigation. 

Senator  Morris:    .May  I  ask  you  one  question? 

Mr.  Engalls  :     Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Morris:  Suppose  you  were  acting  as  district  attor- 
ney ami  wanted  to  Locate  certain  property  which  is  chjarged  to 
have  been  stolen,  and  you  decide  to  get  out  a  search  wan-ant. 
would  you  then  send  some  one  ahead  to  the  place  and  advise 
them  of  tin-  fact  that   the  search  warrant  had  been  issued  ; 

Mi-.  Engllls:  No.  That  is  a  criminal  proceeding.  This  is 
not.  This  is  a  proceeding  where  we  haven '1  go1  any  right  to 
assume  thai  any  man  is  guilty.  This  state  is  too  big  to  assume, 
in  a  public  investigation  of  this  kind,  that  any  man  is  guilty  to 
start  with.     That  is  my  idea. 

Senator  Morris:  But  you  wouldn't  advise  the  people  in  ad- 
vance .' 

Mr.  Ingalls:  In  a  criminal  case — no,  I  would  not.  I  have 
been  district   attorney,  too.     \ot  by  any  means. 

Senator  Morris:  Yon  wouldn't  think  it  would  be  good  policy 
to  di  i  that  - 

Air.  Ingalls:      No,  nut  in  a  criminal  case. 

Senator  Morris:  Well,  in  any  case  where  you  wanted  to  get  at 
the  facts  in  the  possession  of  someone  else? 

Air.  Ingalls:  Well,  if  T  assumed  that  they  were  crooked  to 
start  with.  1  wouldn't  let  them  know  anything  about  it.  but  in  our 
position  here  we  are  above  any  little  view  of  those  things. 

Senator  Morris:  No,  but  I  am  speaking  of  a  case  where  the 
facts  are  in  the  possession  of  someone  else,  and  you  want  to  get  at 
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them,  you  wouldn't  think  it  would  be  wise  to  send  out  ahead  and 
tell  them  in  advance  what  you  are  doing 2 

Mr.  [ngalls :     No,  I  wouldn't,  not  1>y  any  means. 

Senator  Husting:  I  just  want  to  say  a  word  in  reply.  So  far 
as  the  sovereign  state  assuming  that  there  is  anything  crooked,  I 
want  to  say  that  we  must  assume  that  something  is  wrpng,  other- 
wise there  would  he  no  call  for  an  investigation.  That  is  the  very 
fundamental,  underlying  proposition  of  this  investigation.  If 
there  was  no  supposition  that  anything  was  wrong,  and  that  every- 
thing was  right,  we  couldn't  have  this  investigation.  We  are  here 
for  the  purpose  of  discovering  whether  something  is  not  wrong, 
and  to  that  extent  we  must  assume,  in  order  to  have  any  business 
before  us,  that  something  has  been  done  in  this  state  that  isn't 
right,  and  that  is  why  we  are  here  to  investigate  it.  Now.  so  far 
as  this  is  going  merely  into  the  question  of  the  unlawful  use  of 
money  by  candidates  fcr  the  United  States  senatorship,  I  would 
answer  this:  That  one  man  cannot  do  anything  wrongfully  with 
money,  alone;  there  are  parties  to  that,  and  therefore  yon  must 
follow  it  to  where  it  leads  to  find  the  connecting  links  between  the 
principal  and  the  agent  and  discover  what  there  is  between  them. 
Now,  if.  perchance,  it  should  happen  that  we  would  follow  this 
line  of  investigation  down  to  where  it  might  strike  some  member 
of  the  senate  or  assembly,  or  persons  not  in  authority,  would  the 
gentleman  from  Racine  say  that  we  must  stop  them,  because  it  i- 
not  provided  for  in  the  resolution  that  we  shall  investigate  any 
member  of  the  assembly  ? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     1  will  answer  that  if  yon  would  like  me  to. 

Senator  Husting:     Yes,  I  would. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  If  any  of  these  senatorial  candidates  have  had 
any  corrupt  dealings  with  any  member  of  the  legislature  or  candi- 
dates for  the  legislature  at  the  primaries,  it  is  a  proper  subject  of 
investigation — no  question  about  that. 

Senator  Husting:  Well,  therefore.  I  say  how  do  we  know  un- 
less we  investigate? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Well,  he  suggests  to  call  Blaine.  That's  all  I 
know  about  it. 

Senator  Husting:  And  we  have  >nggested  that  this  is  not  the 
proper  way,  in  our  opinion,  of  proceeding  in  this  matter,  and  that 
is  why  I  am  upon  the  floor  to  say  what  I  have  to  say  about  it.  I 
am  trying  to  argue  the  matter.  Now.  I  say  if  this  is  going  to  be 
a  full,  fair,  free  and  impartial  investigation,  we  must,  as  a  matter 
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of  necessity,  go  to  the  principals,  discover  who  their  agehts  were 
and  are,  and  discover  what  transactions  have  occurred  between 
them. 

After  a  recess  : 

The  Chairman:     Gentlemen,  are  you  ready  for  the  question? 

rhe  motion  is  that  Senator  Blaine  be  called  as  the  next  witness. 
Will  the  secretary  call  the  roll  on  that  motion  and  keep  a  record  of 
it. 

Tlie  roll  having  Keen  called  by  the  secretary,  the  result  was  as 
follows:  Those  voting  aye  were:  .Messrs.  Bray,  Ingalls,  I  lam- 
brecht,  Whitman.  Chappie;  those  voting  no,  Senators  Marsh. 
.Morris  and  1  lusting. 

The  Chairman:  The  result  of  the  vote  on  the  motion  is  five 
ayes  and  three  noes.  The  motion  is  carried,  and  Senator  Blaine 
will  be  the  next  witness  called. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  move  that  we  take  an  adjournment  until  nine 
o'clock  Tuesday  morning. 

.Mr.  Chappie:     I  second  that  motion. 

The  Chairman:  It  has  been  moved  and  seconded  that  we  ad- 
journ until  nine  o'clock  Tuesday  morning.  Those  in  favor  of  that 
motion  will  say  aye;  those  opposed  no.     The  motion  is  carried. 

Adjourned  until  Tuesday,  Feb.  23,  1  !><»!),  at  nine  a.  m. 


Madison,  Wis..  February  23,  1909.     9  A.  AT. 
Hearing  resumed. 
.All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Mr.  G.  C.  Xeacy:  I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words  in  reply  to 
Mr.  Hyzer.  T  think  you  ought  to  give  me  that  opportunity,  if  for 
no  other  reason  because  I  am  a  smaller  man  than  Mr.  Hyzer. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     What  is  this? 

Mr.  Xeacy:  This  is  in  connection  with  part  of  your  proceed- 
ings. 

Mr.  Ingalls  :  You  are  not  going  to  branch  off  into  any  outside 
discussion?  What  Mr.  Hyzer  said  he  said  in  response  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Neacy:     Mr.  Hyzer  cast  some  reflections  on  me  and  my 
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work.     I  think  I  haw  done  nothing  to  lose  your  respect,  in  spit 
of   Mr.    Hyzer's   remarks,  or  any  other  railroad  attorney.     You 
heard  him,  and  il  seems  to  me  you  ought  to  hear  me. 

'1  he  Chairman  :     If  there  isn't  any  objection — 

Mr.  [ngalls:  I  do  not  put  it  in  the  form  Of  an  objection  at  all, 
51 1  far  as  1  am  concerned. 

The  Chairman  :  (to  Mr.  Neacy  )  J  suppose  you  do  not  want  to 
be  heard  at  any  length. 

.Mr.  Neacy:  .Mr.  Hyzer  -ays:  "]  say  pari  of  dial  for  you, 
gentlemen.  Of  course,  you  will  misrepresent  it.  as  yon  always 
do — I  mean  the  .Milwaukee  Journal.  That  is  your  particular  busi- 
ness in  this  particular  subject  matter." 

1  would  like  to  know  on  what  ground  Mr.  Hyzer  makes  any 
such  reference  to  me.  1  have  clone  this  work  fairly,  and  I  have 
done  nothing  that  he  can  take  exceptions  to.  1  would  like  to 
know,  at  any  rate,  what  Mi-.  Hyzer  is  here  for.'  Is  he  afraid 
that  someone  is  going  to  slip  in  telling  the  truth.'  There  is  an- 
other lieutenant  of  Mr.  Stephenson  who  yesterday  called  my 
attention  to  an  interview  in  the  Sentinel  where  he  said  he  was 
misquoted.  Now,  it  seems  that  they  think  they  are  the  only 
vim,, n  ,»ure  teller:;  of  the  truth.  If  he  has  reference  to  what 
the  Journal  stated.  I  am  making  no  apology  for  the  Journal.  It 
can  lake  care  of  itself.  It  seems  that  if  there  has  been  any- 
thing misstated  tie'  people  will  find  it  nut  quickly  enough  with- 
out the  help  of  Mi-.  Hyzer.  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  some  re- 
traction  from  Mr.  Hyzer  for  his  statement. 

Mr.  E.  M.  Hyzer:  Mr.  Chairman:  Nothing  would  he  further 
from  my  intention  than  to  charge  any  gentleman  employed  in 
any  capacity  with  misrepresentation;  and  I  thought  I  made  my- 
self (dear  in  my  remarks;  not  aiming  them  at  any  gentleman 
employed  by  a  newspaper.  T  said  what  I  meant.  Nothing  is 
more  unpleasant  than  newspaper  controversy,  and  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  get  into  any.  I  said  what  I  meant:  "The  Milwaukee 
Journal."  Now.  I  do  not  apprehend,  by  any  means,  that  these 
gentlemen  here  are  responsible  for  everything  that  appears  in 
the  Milwaukee  Journal.  So  far  as  casting  any  reflection  upon 
these  gentlemen  here — they  are  here  in  their  capacity,  as  the 
rest  of  us  are  in  ours.  I  have  no  personal  acquaintance  with 
the  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken,  hut  I  think  the  other  press 
representatives  would  know  that,  without  my  saying  it. 

The   Chairman  :     Senator  Blaine  will   he  ealled  first. 
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There   were  some  documents  senl    here   by   Mr.   Nation,  con 
nected  with   his  campaign,  to  be  filed  with  the  c6mmittee,   for 
their  examination  a1   their  leisure.     They   are  accompanied   by 
this  letter,  \\  hich   I   read  : 

(Reading) 

"Madison,  Feb.  22,  L909. 
To  the  Honorable,  the  Legislative  Primary   (investigation  Com- 
mittee. 

Gentlemen:  I  herewith  submil  for  your  inspection  and  in- 
vestigation the  complete  record  of  all  the  expenditures  from  the 

Madison  headquarters  of  W.  II.   Hatton  in  com tion  with  the 

primary  campaign  of  1908.     This  includes  all  the  chec   s 
by  me,  together  with  the  check  books  and  stubs,  upon  which  will 
be  found  inscribed  the  purposes  for  which  thi  checks  were  drawn, 
and  l(>  whom  issued. 

1  take  this  step  because  evidence  before  your  committee  has 
named  me  as  the  person  who  disbursed  the  funds  from  the 
Madison    Headquarters.     Therefore,    in    justice   to    myself,   and 

to  those  with  whom  I  was  associated,  I  pL the  full  and  com-; 

plete  record  before  you. 

Very   respectfully, 

Chas.   K.   Lush/' 

Said  letter  marked  "Exhibit  45,  C.  II.  Welch,  Stenographer." 

Senator  Blaine:  Before  being  sworn  I  desire  these  remarks 
to  be  made  a  matter  of  record  in  the  proceedings  of  this  commit- 
tee. As  a  member  of  the  .shite  senate,  under  the  constitution  I 
am  privileged  from  appearing  before  this  committee  a1  the  dic- 
tation of  another  house,  other  than  that  to  which  I  belong. 
This  privilege  is  not  alone  a  personal  privilege.  The  constitu- 
tion and  the  laws  of  our  state,  as  voiced.  I  believe,  by  Justice 
Dixon,  makes  this  privilege  first  the  privilege  of  the  people  of 
Wisconsin  whom  I  represent  in  the  state  senate.  They  are  en- 
titled to  my  vote  and  my  voice  upon  the  floor  of  the  House  to 
which  1  belong;  in  the  committees  to  which  I  belong  and  of 
which  T  am  a  member;  so  the  house  privilege  is  the  privilege 
of  the  people.  By  the  same  authority  the  individual  member 
is  entitled  the  same  privilege,  and  he  is  privileged  from  any- 
process,  civil  or  otherwise  "except  in  the  ease  of  treason"  and 
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so  on.  as  you  will  find  from  the  constitution.  The  third  privilege 
is  the  privilege  of  the  house  to  which  I  belong.  This  privilege 
is  fundamental;  and  while  that  side  of  this  committee  having 
the  majority  have  voted  that  I  be  called,  there  is  a  question  of 
public  policy  to  be  considered,  not  as  I  view  it.  hut  as  it  is 
viewed,  possibly,  by  some  members  of  the  legislature;  possibly 
by  the  people  of  the  state.  Personally  exercising  my  own  indi- 
vidual judgment.  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  this  is  not 
the  proper  time  for  me  to  he  called  before  this  committee.  I  am 
not  assuming  that  certain  information  that  I  may  give  is  going 
to  be  peddled  out  to  those  against  whom  I  have  informed;  but 
I  know  that  such  information  will  be  conveyed  to  them,  and 
they  will  have  an  opportunity  to  brace  themselves  against  such 
information  as  I  may  give.  So.  upon  my  own  personal  responsi- 
bility, I  do  not  hesitate  in  stating  here  this  morning  before 
this  committee  that  that  side  of  this  committee  that  has  called 
me  this  morning  can  only  be  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  and 
assisting  in  the  defense  of  Isaac  Stephenson.  However,  if  I 
refuse  to  testify  this  morning.  I  know  that  that  side  ,,f  this 
legislature  that  is  assuming  the  defense  of  Isaac  Stephenson, 
and  of  those  newspapers  that  are  assisting  in  the  defense  of 
Isaac  Stephenson,  will  at  once  question  and  impugn  my  motives. 
I  know  it.  They  have  done  it  in  the  past,  and  that  is  sufficient 
for  me  to  believe  that  they  will  do  it  in  the  future.  I  have 
made  these  remarks,  gentlemen,  so  that  you  will  know  my  posi- 
tive position.  So.  I  shall  waive  my  personal  privilege;  and 
while  I  hesitate  to  waive  the  privilege  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 
1  will  do  so  rather  than  let  the  defenders  of  Senator  Stephenson 
spread  about  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  and  impugn  to  me.  im- 
proper motives.  I  waive  the  privilege  of  my  house;  but  in 
doing  this,  gentlemen,  I  shall  reserve  that  privilege  to  a  certain 
extent,  as  necessity  requires.  I  am  chairman  of  the  Revision 
committee,  and  my  clerk  informs  me  that  there  are  over  one 
hundred  bills  to  report  to  the  session  of  our  house  this  morn- 
ing; and  that  is  a  privilege  that  I  cannot  waive.  Committee 
hearings  this  afternoon  will  he  on.  Some  measures  in  which 
1  am  interested— not  individually,  hut  as  a  representative  of 
the  people — need  my  voice;  so  I  desire  this  to  be  made  a  matter 
of  record,  that  T  am  willing  to  testify  before  this  committee 
between   the  hours   of  nine   o'clock   and  twelve   o'clock   in  the 
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morning,  excepl  during  the  session  of  the  state  senate.  During 
the  convening  of  the  committees  in  the  afternoon  I  shall  no1 
waive  tny  privilege,  because  ii  would  qo1  be  righl  from  a  per- 
sonal or  a  public  standpoint;  and  I  think  thai  if  the  committee 
will  expedite  matters  they  will  gel  all  of  tny  information  this 
morning  between  nine  and  ten  o'clock;  and  between  the  hour 
>t  taking  a  recess  in  the  stair  senate  and  twelve  o'clock.  So  1 
ask  thai  this  be  made  a  matter  of  record,  and  thai  unanimous 
consenl  be  given  thereto. 

Mr.  Bray:     Do  1  understand  you  want  to  be  excused  at  ten? 

Senator  Blaine:  I  want  to  be  excused  at  ten,  during  the 
moi  ning  session  of  our  house. 

Mr.  Bray:     And  you  do  oo1  want  to  be  called  this  afternoon  .' 

Senator  Blaine:  I  cannot  be  called  this  afternoon,  on  ac- 
count of  important   hearings  in  my  committees. 

Mr.  Bray:  In  other  words,  you  agree  to  give  us  twenty-five 
minutes  and  do  more,  today  .' 

Senator  Blaine:      1   didn't  say  that. 

The  Chairman:     The  session  won't   last  more  than 

Senator  Blaine:  (interrupting)  Probably  not  very  long.  I 
do  not  believe  there  is  hut  two  hills  on  our  calendar  up  for  pass- 
age or  indefinite  postponement.  I  am  informed  there  are  but 
two  hills  on  our  calendar  this  morning  tor  action,  and  the  refer- 
ence of  hills. 

The  Chairman:     How   long  will  your  session  last.' 

Senator  Blaine:  That  is  hard  to  say.  It  generally  lasts 
about  half  an  hour  or  three  quarters  of  an  hour;  and  sometimes 

less. 

The  Chairman:     Then   from  that    time  on  until   noon- 
Senator  Blaine:     T  will  he  at   liberty;  and  to-morrow  and  the 
next  day.  and  for  every  other  day  thereafter. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  1  was  '••oinLC  to  ask  if  we  are  to  understand — 1 
didn't  take  it  that  way— if  we  are  to  understand  by  your  re- 
marks thai  this  committee,  or  any  members  of  it,  are  defend- 
ing Mr.  Stephenson  .' 

Senator  Blaine:     You  can  take  such  understanding  from  my 
remarks  as  you  desire. 
Mr.  Ingalls:     Will  you  answer  the  question,  please? 
Senator  Blaine:     T  have  answered  it. 

25 
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Mr.    [ngalls:     Then   we    are    to    understand    from,  your 
marks — 

Senator  Blaine:     Such  as  you  desire  to  understand. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  (continuing) — thai  the  members  of  this  com- 
mittee are  defending  Mr.  Stephenson? 

Senator  Blaine:     You  can  construe  my  remarks  as  yon  pli 

Mr.   [ngalls:     Do  you  decline  to  make  any  other  answer? 

Senator  Blaine:  I  have  made  my  declaration,  and  from  that 
you  certainly  should  have  intelligence  enough  to  deduct  my  mean- 
ing. If  I  have  not  made  myself  clear  I  will  be  very  glad  to  assist 
your  deficiencies. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  Yen  understand  this  committee  is  a  court —  is  a 
committee  of  the  legislature,  don't  you? 

Senator  Blaine:     Well,  maybe  some  of  them. 

Air.  [ngalls:     You  understand  that  to  he  the  fact  ? 

Senator  Blaine:     Some  of  them  I  suppose  are. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  1  ask  you  if  you  understand  this  committee  is 
here  representing  the  legislature? 

Senator  Blaine:  They  are  here  under  a  resolution.  That  reso- 
lution speaks  for  itself. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  Do  you  understand  they  are  here  entitled  to  re- 
spect from  you  as  well  as  every  other  witness? 

Senator  Blaine:  1  understand  this:  That  my  respect  is  to  be 
determined  by  their  actions,  1  am  not  responsible  for  the  actions 
of  any  of  the  members  of  this  committee. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Do  you  understand  that  we.  as  representing  the 
legislature,  are  entitled  to  at  least  respectful  treatment  from  you 
or  any  other  witness  ? 

Senator  Blaine:  1  have  given  you  respect  in  the  light  in  which 
I  consider  it. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  That  is  what  you  consider  respectful  treatment 
of  this  ci  mmittee,  is  it  ? 

Senator  Blaine:  You  .can  take  my  statement.  My  statement. 
1  think,  is  very  clear. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  don't  know  how  the  other  members  of  the 
committee  feel,  but  I,  as  one  of  the  committee — if  that  is  the  ex- 
planation that  the  senator  makes — resent  the  imputation  which 
his  language  would  import;  if  he  intends  it  in  that  way,  which  I 
think  he  do.es  from  his  answer.  I  do  not  think  you  or  anybody 
else  has  any  right  to  come  in  here  ajid  impute  anything  improper 
or  illegal,  or  insinuate  anything  against  any  member  of  this  com- 
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mittee,  either  as  a  member,  or  as  a  whole.     That  you  have  done, 
and  yon  seem  to  insist  on  it.     You  ought  to  know  better,  H 
don't. 

Senator  Blaine:  Let  me  ask  yon  a  question :  Do  you  consider 
that  I  am  a  prosecuting"  witness  ? 

Mr.  [ngalls:     You  arc  not  a  witness  al  all ;  you  have  nol 
sworn;  but  you  are  in  here  as  an  interloper,  and  have  made  a 
statement  which  reflects  upon  members  of  this  committee. 

Senator  Husting:  Senator  Blaine  is  w  t  an  interloper;  but  he 
is  invited  b  <  appear  here. 

The  Chairman:  Perhaps  we  better  have  Senator  Blaine  sworn, 
and  then  we  will  know  whal  proceedings  he  is  here  in. 

Mr.  tngalls:  I  do  net  propose,  if  you  do,  to  sit  here  and  be  in- 
sinuated against. 

Senator  Blaine:  1  would  like  to  have  that  matter  in  reference 
to  my  appearance — unanimous  consent  given — so  that  1  will 
know,  when  I  waive  my  privilege,  that  it  is  waived  upon  those 
ci  editions. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Before  the  senator  is  sworn  I  would  like  to 
say  a  few  words.  I  did  nol  intend  saying  anything  at  the  time  the 
senator  had  concluded,  but  it  seems  to  me  a  challenge  so  vulgar 
and  so  broad,  thrown  down  in  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been, 
should  not  go  unanswered  by  some  member  of  tin's  committee. 
To  say  that  I  am  surprised  is  putting  it  mildly:  for  a  member  who 
is  asked  to  appear  before  the  committee  to  throw  out  an  insulting 
ren  ark,  and  1  take  it  as  such  when  made  against  certain  members 
ot  this  ci  mmittee,  and  then  when  asked  to  explain,  to  simply  in- 
sist upon  the  record  as  made,  f  thought  probably  he  had  gone  be- 
yond what  he  really  intended,  but  from  the  fact  that  he  has  taken 
the  stand  that  he  meant  exactly  what  lie  said,  and  we  could  draw 
what  inference  from  it  we  might.  It  is  the  first  time  that  it  has 
occurred  to  me  that  any  member  or  set  of  members  on  this  com- 
mittee stand  here  as  defenders  of  Senator  Isaac  Stephenson,  or 
any  other  person;  and  for  a  witness  to  come  before  us  and  give 
his  opinion  on  that  1  say  is  exceedingly  poor  taste  :  whether  it  be  a 
senator  from  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  or  whether  it  be  an  indi- 
vidual brought  here  without  that  honor  conferred  upon  him,  and 
without  the  privilege  that  he  can  throw  about  him  for  his  not 
appearing  before  the  committee.  I  realize  that  time  is  essential 
in  this.  Senator  Blaine  would  have  us  understand  that  we  can 
have  all  of  his  time  outside  of  the  legislature.     Gentlemen  of 
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the  committee,  we  arc  sitting  here  day  after  day.  I  am  ignoring1 
personal  bills  that  are  going  by  default  on  my  side  of  the  legis- 
lature. Other  members  of  this  committee  are  sacrificing  all  of 
their  time.  We  ask  Senator  Blaine  to  come  here  to  help  this 
committee,  when  he  has  started  the  matter  that  is  he  fore  us  for 
consideration;  and  the  first  thing  that  he  says  is  to  plead  his 
legislative  privilege,  and  ask  to  he  excused  during  the  legislative 
session.  Of  course,  it  is  his  privilege  and  if  he  wants  to  insist 
on  that  privilege,  we  will  have  to  yield  it,  whether  we  want  to  or 
not,  unfortunately.  1.  for  one,  will  give  no  unanimous  consent 
to  give  him  any  privilege  whatever.  If  he  wants  it  he  can  in- 
sist upon  it,  and  take  it.  But  I  thought  that  we  were  here  for  a 
solemn  purpose,  and  Senator  Blaine  could  assist  in  that  solemn 
purpose.  The  majority  of  this  committee  determined,  in  a  vote. 
after  a  full  and  honest  hearing  Friday,  that  Senator  Blaine  would 
he  the  proper  person  to  bring  before  the  committee;  and  it  is  far 
from  a  witness  to  come  before  this  committee  and  question  what 
its  motive  is. 

Senator  Blaine:  1  beg  pardon,  f  was  asked  to  come  here  by 
your  side  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  [ngalls :     You  were  asked  by  the  committee. 

Senator  Blaine:     By  your  side  of  the  committee.  I  insist. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  will  say  that  I  asked  Senator  Blaine, 
rather  than  go  through  the  formality  of  a  summons.  If  he  wants 
to  consider  that  as  coming  from  "our  side"  of  the  committee,  he 
may  place  that  construction  upon  it,  but  I  want  to  relieve  the 
balance  of  the  members  of  this  committee  from  that  imputation. 
It  was  I.  I  had  not  consulted  another  member.  Mr.  I  ngalls  is 
right  when  lie  says  he  takes  exception  to  the  remark  ''from  our 
side  of  the  committee.'' 

Senator  Blaine:  Wasn't  that  a  vote  of  five  members  of  the 
assembly,  that  I  was  to  appear  this  morning? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  was  the  person  that  asked  you  to  appear. 

Senator  Blaine:  Wasn't  it  a  vote  of  five  members  of  the  as- 
sembly on  the  committee? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  'It  was  a  vote  of  five  members  of  this  com- 
mittee. 1  do  not  consider  this  committee  is  divided  on  senate 
and  assembly  lines.  That  is  a  majority  of  this  committee,  and  I 
insist  on  that  construction.  We  are  not  divided  here  as  three 
senators  and  five  assemblymen.  A  majority  of  this  committee. 
bv  resolution,  asked  you  to  appear. 
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There  is  very  little  else  1  can  say.  It  strikes  me  as  mosl  ex- 
traordinary thai  this  matter  should  come  up  in  this  way;  and  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned  I  do  not  care  to  have  Senator  Blaine  ex- 
amined unless  he  is  willing  to  stay  here  and  be  examined  like 
any  other  witness.  If  he  insists  on  his  legislative  prerogative 
of  going  back  into  the  senate  hall,  and  doing  his  legislative  work, 
leaving  us  here  to  thresh  this  out  as  best  we  may,  lie-  can  go,  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned  now.  1 1"  this  amounts  to  anything  I  would 
like  to  have  him  here  at  i  ne  sitting  long  enough  so  that  the  ex- 
amination may  amount  to  something.  All  that,  however,  we  may 
differ  on.  The  only  thing  I  wished  to  get  up  and  say  anything 
about  at  all  was  the  insult  that  has  been  thrown  down  to  certain 
members  of  this  committee,  and  I  do  not  think  that  I  would  be 
doing  my  duty  on  this  committee  unless  I  would  publicly  state 
that  that  insult  is  not  well  taken  by  us.  We  resent  it  publicly, 
and  in  this  place. 

Senator  Husting:  Just  a  few  words:  I  hold  no  brief  from 
Senator  Blaine,  but  I  do  not  think  that  Senator  BJaine  is  asking 
anything  unreasonable  when  he  asks  us  to  recognize  the  duties  he 
owes  to  the  legislature  as  a  legislator.  As  he  said,  he  has  one 
hundred  bills  in  his  possession,  and  by  holding  those  up  he  is 
holding  up  the  entire  legislature,  and  not  alone  his  own  com- 
mittees. We,  of  course,  have  our  work  cut  out,  and  we  have 
been  excused,  so  to  say,  and  our  hills  that  we  wish  to  have  action 
postponed  upon  have  been  continued  over  until  such  time  as  we 
can  attend  to  them.  Senator  Blaine  is  in  a  different  position. 
I'.v  his  keeping  these  hills  from  going  into  the  legislature,  it  de- 
lays the  legislature.  If  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  he  should 
appear  today  it  would  he  a  different  proposition.  I  lis  testimony 
will  h-e  just  as  valuable  after  ten  o'clock,  or  this  afternoon,  as  it 
is  this  morning.  I  don't  understand  that  time  is  of  the  osence 
of  the  value  of  his  testimony.  1  think  his  privilege  ought  to  be 
recognized  to  that  extent.  I  think  many  others  would  have  stood 
entirely  on  their  privilege  and  refused  to  testify;  especially  in 
view  of  the  division  of  the  committee  on  the  question  of  the  pro- 
priety of  calling  him  at  this  time. 

Senator  Blaine:  Mr.  Chairman,  1  would  say  that  if  1  cam 
net  the  chairman  of  the  committee  thai  is  hearing  some  hills 
that  are  of  vast  importance  to  continue  those  hearings  until 
to-morrow  I  would  have  no  objection  to  coming  here  this  after- 
noon.    Tt  is  not  a  question  of  getting  out  of  testifying,     't  is  a 
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question  of  attending  to  duties  thai  are  higher  than  the  privi- 
leges of  another  house  to  which  I  do  not  belong;  and  those  are 

duties  thai    I  owe  to  the  state,  and  thai  the  | j  >1<j  of  the  state 

of  Wisconsin  are  privileged  upon,  under  our  constitution.  If 
yon  want  to  ride  over  tin-  constitution,  do  so.  bu1  yon  cannot 
ride  over  me. 

Mr.  Bray:  Do  you  say  thai  in  that  loud  tone  of  voice  for 
our  benefit,  or  the  benefil  of  the  Press? 

Senator  Blaine:     J  hope  you  heard  it. 

Mr.  Bray :     You  said  it  so  loud — 

Senator  Blaine:  (interrupting)  When  you  know  me  you 
will  find  1  speak  my  mind. 

Mr.  HambreSht:     Except  on  an  investigating  committee. 

The  Chairman:     Will  you  have  Senator  Blaine  sworn  now? 

Senator  Blaine:     That  is  understood 

The  Chairman:  I  think  every  memiber  of  the  committee  con- 
cedes it  is  your  privilege. 

Senator  Blaine:  I  desire  to  report  out  those  hills:  and  I 
also  desire  to  get  a  continuance  of  the  committee  hearing. 

Mr.  Hambrechl  :  Senator  Blaine  has  relieved  his  mind  of 
whal  was  on  it  at  the  time  he  came  here,  and  did  it  at  his  re- 
quest so  that  he  would  not  he  under  oath.  Now.  that  matter 
is  past,  and 'I  suggest  that  he  he  put  under  oath,  so  that  what- 
ever he   says  after  tins  may   he  a   matter  of   public    record. 

Senator  Blaine:  What  I  am  getting  at  is:  I  do  not  want 
to  waive  my  privilege  under  oath  until  yon  have  indicated 
your  willingness  to  grant  a  very  reasonable  request. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     I  move  that  the  witness  be  sworn. 

The  Chairman:  My  understanding  is  that  the  senator  does 
not  wish  to  be  sworn  until  it  is  understood  that  he  is  not  waiv- 
ing his  privilege  by  being  sworn.  I  take  it  from  what  everyone 
has  said  that  he  has  his  privilege,  and  it  is  a  question  of 
whether  he  waives  it  by  being  sworn.  I  am  ready  to  swear 
Senator  Blaine. 

Mr.  Bray:  Senator  Blaine  has  told  us  that  it  is  as  a  mat- 
ter of  courtesy,  or  rather  as  a  privilege  to  us.  or  at  our  wish 
perhaps,  and  for  no  other  reason,  that  he  is  here  at  this  time: 
and  he  can  testify  only  until  ten  o'clock.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  much  use  in  swearing  the  senator  to  testify  until  ten  o'clock. 
It  seems  to  me  that  is  rather  an  empty  privilege  to  grant  us,  to 
allow  us  to  examine  him  for  ten  minutes. 
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Senator  Blaine:  I  aiighl  say  thai  it  was  nine-thirty  when  I 
made  thai    proposition,  and  you  have  uo1   accepted  it. 

Mr.   Bray:     h   was  nine-thirty-five,  as  a  matter  of  fact. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Wha1  privilege  would  be  waived,  supposing 
the  wi1  ness  is  sworn  .' 

Mr.  Ingalls  :     ( fertainly  n<  ae. 

The  <  Chairman  :     I  think  none. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Thai  is,  he  ean  take  advantage  of  any  privi- 
lege he  wishes  a1  any  stage  of  the  proceedings,  as  I  understand. 

The  Chairman:  Thai  is  the  way  I  understand  it.  It'  any 
member  of  the  committee  understand  it  differently,  I  wish  they 
would  suggesl   it. 

Senator   Busting:     When    he   is  sworn,   1    wish    he   would 
sworn  under  the  conditions  which  he  lays  down. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Those  conditions  are  too  broad. 

Mr.  Engalls:  I  do  do1  suppose  there  is  any  doubl  bu1  whal 
it'  a  witness  has  gol  something  to  attend  to  during  his  examina- 
tion he  has  the  righl  to  attend  to  it,  if  he  asks  it:  bu1  I  would 
ordinarily  think  thai  if  a  witness  wanted  a  privilege  he  would 
be  ;ii  leasl  inclined  to  be  respectful  in  his  request. 

Senator  Blaine:     I  desire  to  say  to  Mr.  Ingalls — 

Mr.  Bambrecht:  (interrupting)  I  would  objed  to  having  him 
sworn  subjeel  to  the  conditions  thai  he  laid  down;  because  some 
of  the  conditions  are  altogether  too  personal;  and  a  mere  wit- 
uess  has  1 1 •  >  righl  to  bring,  dor  instance,  this  condition:  That 
he  docs  qo1  think  This  is  the  proper  time  anyway.  1  d<>  no1 
think  a  witness  lias  any  right  to  question  whether  lie  -  a 
prop  r  witness.     ] t'  Senator  Busting  will  modify  that— 

Senator  Busting:  (interrupting)  Von  don'1  mean  to  say 
that  is  a  condition.'     That  was  a  remark  to  the  committee. 

The  Chairman:  Lei  us  save  time  by  having  Senator  Blaine 
sworn  with  the  understanding  thai  he  be  excused  when  the 
senate  convenes;  and  he  is  to  come  hack  here  after  the  afternoon 

Sessii  n    closes. 

Senator   Blaine:     Yes.   and   I   think   I   can   arrange   with  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  that  I  can  come  this  afternoon. 
The   Chairman:     Without    any   other  conditions.     With    that 

1   understand  you  may  lie  swot  n. 

Mr.  Bray:  Before  Senator  Blaine  is  sworn  I  have  a  few  re- 
marks to  make.  It  is  the  same  old  question,  it  seems  to  me.  to 
treat  Senator  Blaine  as  a   privileged  character.     I  do  not  know 
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why  he  should  be,  bu1   he  considers  himself  thai   he  should  be, 
and  1  guess  within  the  Law  he  could  be. 

Senator  Busting:     11   is  something  deeper  than  the  Law. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  stand  interrupted  and  corrected,  Senator.  1 
do  not  know  how  the  other  members  of  this  committee  feel,  hut 
personally  I  feel  that  as  a  member  of  tins  committee  from  the 
assembly  I  am  inclined  to  do  my  duly  here  honestly  and  fairly; 
and  the  witness  we  arc  now  about  to  swear  has  insulted  me  and 
every  member  of  this  committee  from  the  assembly.  I  am  no1  a 
lawyer,  and  I  don't  know  whether  or  not  he  can  be  punished  for 
such  an  insult  to  this  committee,  it  seems  to  me  that  properly 
an  insult  to  one  member  of  this  committee  is  an  insull  to  the 
committee  as  a  whole.  Whether  or  not  .Mr.  Blaine  can  be  ad- 
judged in  contempt  or  not  I  do  not  know.  I  will  have  to  seek 
advice  on  that.  1  am  not  up  on  the  law  at  all.  If  he  can  be  I 
have  no  doubt  it  would  please  him  for  the  additional  notoriety 
it  might  give  him. 

Senator  Blaine:     Mr.   Chairman — 

The  Chairman:     Mr.  Bray  lias  the  floor  now. 

Senator  Blaine:  I  think  that  confirms  some  of  my  remarks, 
the  imputation  of  improper  motives. 

Mi-.  Bray:     Again  I  am  interrupted. 

Senator  Blaine:  I  beg  your  pardon  for  interrupting  you. 
hut  the  point  should  be  well  taken. 

Mr.  Bray:  Personally,  as  the  matter  stands.  I  will  not  cross 
examine  or  examine  Mr.  Blaine,  or  address  any  remarks  to  him 
further  than  those  I  am  now  making,  until  this  matter  has 
been  cleared  up  in  some  way:  until  be  either  retracts  the  im- 
putation and  the  insult  he  has  extended  to  this  committee,  or 
that  lie  be  tried  under  contempt  charge;  and  so  at  this  time  1 
object  to  his  being  sworn  and  brought  before  this  committee. 
under  the  circumstances. 

The  Chairman:  As  the  matter  now  stands.  I  suppose  we 
would  have  to  act  upon  the  vote  taken  by  the  committee  on 
Friday,  and  that  is  to  swear  Senator  Blaine  as  the  next  witness. 
unless  some  different  action  is  taken. 

Mi-.  Whitman:  What  are  we  going  to  do  while  he  is  in  the 
senate,  and  with  bis  committee.' 

The  Chairman:  I  would  suggest  that  we  examine  other  wit- 
nesses. I  flunk  we  have  several  here.  But  that  is  merely  a 
suggestion. 
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Senator  Blaine:  I  can  inform  the  committee  on  that,  thai  it 
won't  take  me  very  long  to  dispose  of  my  reports  on  bills.  1 
have  endeavored  to  have  them  put  in  such  shape  thai  I  could 
have  as  much  time  as  possible  before  the  committee  this  morn- 
ing. 

The  Chairman:  Is  there  anything  more  to  be  said  before 
Senator  Blaine  is  sworn  .' 

Mr.  Bray:  I  objed  to  Ins  being  sworn,  and  I  move  thai  we 
do  no1  accepl  his  testimony  under  the  presenl  circumstances. 

Senator  Husting:  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  With  all  due 
resped  to  Mr.  Bray,  h  seems  to  me  we  oughl  to  proceed  with 
the  business  in  hand.  We  have  wasted  all  Friday  afternoon. 
I  do  not  knew  whether  you  call  ii  wasted  or  oot,  bu1  a1  Leasl 
we  indulged  in  a  long  wrangling  dispute  Friday  afternoon. 
The  gentlemen  from  the  assembly — it  happened  so  a1  least,  thai 
the  members  Prom  the  assembly  insisted  on  his  being  sworn,  and 
the  members  from  the  senate  insisted  that  he  be  oo1  swum. 
You  have  carried  your  point,  and  now  let  us  net  have  a  reversal 
of  form  and  say  thai  we  will  nol  have  Mr.  Blaine  sworn.  L  I 
us  pi  oceed  with  this  business. 

Mr.  Whitman:  What  effect  can  the  contempl  have  upon  his 
being  sworn  .' 

Senator  Husting:  Mr.  Blaine  is  not  subject  to  contempt  be-' 
fore  this  committee,  or  any  other. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  suppose  he  can'1  be,  in  view  of  the  fad  that  he 
was  not  sworn  before  making  his  challenge. 

The  Chairman  :  I  think  the  motion  is  out  of  order.  We  have 
acted  upon  this,  and  I  don't  understand  that  our  action  can  be 
reversed  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  The  record  shows  thai  Mr.  Blaine  was  to 
be  called  as  the  next  witness,  and  it'  he  does  not  testify  now  it 
will  delay  the  proceedings  until  after  the  meeting  of  the  sen- 
ate. 

Senator  Busting:  It  says  he  will  be  the  next  witness  called. 
lie  has  been  called,  and  he  can  be  excused. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Does  it  say  ■"next  witness  called?" 

Mr.  Bray:    Would  a  motion  now  be  in  order? 

The  Chairman:     A  motion  would  be,  T  think. 

Mr.  Bray:    I  move  that  we  reconsider  our  action  in  voting  to 
(all  Mr.  Blaine  as  the  next  witness. 
26 
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Mr.  Whitman:     Why?     State  the  reason.     On  accounl  thai 
you  want  llic  investigation  of  Mr.  Blaine  before  he  is  sworn  .' 

Mr.  Bray:  I  do  nol  know  what  the  rights  of  this  committee 
are,  bu1  it  docs  not  seem  possible  to  me  thai  a  man  ran  conn-  in 
here  and  deliberately  gel  up  and  make  an  insulting  speech  at 
any  of  the  members  of  this  committee,  or  the  whole  of  the 
committee,  and  Hum  proceed  as  a  privileged  person  to  testify 
as  he  likes.  I  may  be  wrong  about  it,  and  it  may  be  perfectly 
Legal  Tor  him  to  do  that,  but  it  does  no1  seem  fair  and  right. 
Until  I  find  ou1  aboul  it.  I  do  not  want  to  proceed  with  the  ex- 
amination of  the  witness. 

Mr.  Whitman:     It  is  so  that  you  will  have  an  opportunity  to 

find  out  what  the  law  would  he.  or  what  your  rights  would  be? 

.Air.   Bray:     Yes.  and  especially  in   view  of  the  fact  that   he 

has  got  to  he  excused  at  ten  o'clock  ;   and   it  is  now  one  minute 

to  ten. 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  do  not  suppose  it  will  make  so  much  dif- 
ference whether  he  is  sworn  now.  or  just  before  he  testifies: 
but  1  didn't  understand  the  reason  for  objecting  to  his  being 
sworn  was  the  effect  it  has.  or  whether  the  committee  is  waiv- 
ing any  privilege  by  reason  of  his  being  sworn. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  I  don't  object  if  yon  want  to  go  into  the  mat- 
ter. 

The  Chairman  :  Do  you  w  ish  your  motion  put  ?  I  think:  your 
motion  is  in  order.  Does  your  motion  receive  a  second?  If 
there  is  no  second  to  the  motion  I  think  Senator  Blaine  should 
be  sworn. 

Mr.  llambrorht  :  T  would  like  to  say  to  Senator  Blaine  that  if 
is  now  after  ten  o'clock  and  if  he  wants  to  insist  on  his  priv- 
ilege that  Ave  will  insist  on  his  staying  here  if  he  is  swore  after 
ten  o'clock.  Now  he  can  take  one  or  the  other  horn  of  that 
dilemma,  either  be  sworn  and  testify  now  or  else  be  excused 
It  is  up  to  him. 

The  Chairman:  Do  you  wish  to  be  sworn  now.  Senator 
Ida  inc.' 

Senator  Blaine:  Well,  the  state  senate  will  have  to  be  con- 
sulted, because  it  is  a  privilege  of  the  senate.  It  is  my  duty  to 
get  over  a  hundred  bills  before  the  house  to-day  in  (  rder  to 
have  them  printed,  and  it  should  not  be  delayed  by  any  tommy- 
rot  by  anyone  this  morning  on  one  side  of  this  committee. 
Now.  that's  my  proposition,  and  it's  right.     I   make  it  openly. 
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I  don't  care  whal  insinuations  or  whal  constructions  yon  place 
h|mi|]  it.     I  have  go1  certain  privileges.     I   don'1  owe  them  to 
myself.     Talk  aboul    myself     I   am   nothing,  Senator  Stephen 
son  is  not  hing,  you  are  nothing.     The  slate  oi  Wisconsin  and  its 
honor  is  everyl  hing. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  1  resenl  thai  statement,  Mr.  Chairman,  al 
this  time,  Senator  Blaine,  as  far  as  it  refers  to  ihis  committee 
as  being  no1  hing. 

Senator  Blaine:  I  say  as  individuals.  ^"« >i i  understood  me, 
I  hope. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Y<>u  didn't  say  so.  Make  yourself  clear 
t  hen  when  you  wanl  to  talk. 

Senator  Blaine:  The  obtuseness  of  some  is  indeed  not  en- 
t  it  led  to  admiral  ion. 

Mr.  Hambreehl  :  And  I  objed  to  thai  statemenl  as  referring 
to  a  member  of  this  committee. 

Senator  Blaine:    Now.  if  you  are  making  it  personal- 
Mr.  Whitman  :    I  object  to  all  this  talk. 

The  Chairman:  Le1  us  understand  whether  Senator  Blaine 
is  going  to  be  sworn  or  whether  he  wishes  to  go  into  the  ses- 
sion now. 

Mi-.  Hambrecht:  The  only  point  I  make  is.  Senator  Blaine 
said  lie  would  insist  upon  his  privilege  after  ten  o'clock,  being 
sworn.  If  he  insists  on  that  privilege  1  am  perfectly  willing  to 
have  him  sworn  then. 

Senator  Blaine:  I  think-  you  can  expedite  matters  by  my 
going  to  the  senate  and  reporting  my  hills,  or  arranging  with 
the  chairman  of  the  committee. before  whom  certain  hills  are  to 
lie  heard,  and  then  I  will  he  al  liberty  if  1  can  succeed  in  doing 
that. 

The  Chairman  :     <  'an  you  he  back  in  half  an  hour? 

Senator  Blaine  :    T  think  so. 

.Mi-.  Hambrecht:  1  move  that  we  take  a  recess  for  half  an 
hour. 

The  Chairman:  Tt  has  keen  moved  and  seconded  that  we 
take  a  recess  for  half  an  hour.  Are  you  ready  for  the  question  ! 
All  those  m  fav  >r  of  the  motion  say  aye;  those  opposed,  no. 

Motion  carried  and  a   recess  taken. 
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•John  J.  Blaine,  being  firsl  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Senator  Blaine:  I  would  say.  Mr.  Chairman,  thai  I  have 
made  arrangements  with  the  chairman  of  the  committee  on 
State  Affairs  that  my  hearings  will  be  postponed  ;  so  that  I  will 
be  at  liberty  I'  >r  the  rest  of  the  day. 

Mr.  Bray:  Do  you  wish  to  retract  or  change  anything  you 
said  this  morning,  or  do  you  wish  it  to  stand  as  stated  .' 

Senator  Blaine:  I  am  oo1  going  to  say  anything  about  that. 
Thai  was  ex  parte. 

Mr.  Bray:  No,  perhaps  you  don  '1  understand  me.  I  want  to 
ask  you  if  the  opinion  that  you  expressed  tins  morning  in  ref- 
erence to  the  attitude  of  the  assembly  members  of  this  commit- 
tee, yon  wish  to  retract  or  change  in  any  way  at  this  time  .' 

Senator  Blaine:  T  decline  to  answer  as  not  pertinent,  as 
wholly  immaterial  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  think  that  is  a  perfectly  proper  question,  Mr. 
Chairman.     I  don't  know  why  the  witness  shouldn't  answer  it. 

Senator  Blaine:  I  would  like  to  ash  if  that  can  have  any 
bearing,  directly  or  indirectly,  on  the  question  of  whether 
money  was  illegally  or  unlawfully  spent  in  the  last  primary 
campaign,  relating  to  the  United  States  senatorship.  If  it  has. 
I  will  answer  it.     If  it  hasn  't.  1  won  't. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  would  like  to  insist  upon  the  question,  Mr. 
chairman,  and  I  submit  it  to  this  body  whether  it  is  a  proper 
one. 

Senator  Blaine:  Well,  1  have  declined  to  answer,  and  1  don't 
propose  to  change  that.  You  can  save  time  if  you  want  to  ex- 
pedite this  investigation  by  going  on. 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  don't  understand  that  that  is  a  declination 
to  answer.  It  is  not  a  refusal,  but  it  means  that  he  doesn't  care 
to  retract  anything  that  he  said.      Isn't  that  what  he  means? 

Mr.  Bray  :  Well,  he  has  refused  to  answer  my  question  whether 
or  not  he  cared  to  retract. 

Senator  Blaine:  I  decline  to  make  a  statement  in  reference  to 
what  I  said  this  morning. 

The  Chairman:  (  »f  course  we  can't  compel  the  witness  to  ans- 
wer, but  I  suppose  if  Assemblyman  Bray  wishes  the  matter  put  to 
a  vote,  as  to  whether  the  committee  deems  it  material  to  the  is- 
sues we  are  trying  here,  that  we  can  take  a  vote  on  that  proposi- 
tion.    Of  course  that  won't  compel  the  witness  to  answer. 
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Mr.  Bray:     I  would  like  to  have  the  vote  taken. 

The  Chairman:     Perhaps  ii  oughl  to  be  in  the  form  of  a  motion. 

Mr.  Bray.   I  make  a  motion  to  thai  effect. 

The  Chairman:     Does  the  motion  receive  a  second. 

Motion  seconded. 

rhe  Chairman:  h  has  been  moved  and  seconded  that  Senator 
Blaine  be  required  to  answer  the  question  that  Assemblyman  I'.rav 
has  put  to  him. 

Senafc  r  trusting":  I  would  like  to  rise  to  a  poinl  of  order.  1 
don'1  think  that  Mr.  Blaine  is  here  on  trial  as  tu  whal  he  thinks 
of  the  committee  or  what  he  doesn't  think  of  the  c  immittee.  He 
has  been  sent  for  for  the  purpose  of  testifying  in  regard  to  mat- 
ters in  his  charges.  Now",  what  he  said  before  was  nol  as  a  wit- 
ness, hut  as  a  member  of  the  senate,  and  he  is  now  under  oath  as 
a  witness.      I  raise  the  point  of  order. 

The  Chairman :  I  think  the  motion  is  in  order.  I  don't  think 
there  is  any  p<  >in1  of  <  rd   r  here. 

.Mr.  I'.rav:  I  think  it  is  essentially  material  at  litis  time  to  knovs 
whether  or  mn  the  witness  before  this  committee  believes  thai 
five-eighths  of  the  committee  are  here  in  the  defense  of  Senator 
Stephenson.  That  was  his  charge  this  morning.  If  there  i^  any- 
thing material  before  the  committee,  it  certainly  should  be. 

Senator  Husting :    I  don't  see  what  hearing  it  has  on  the  issues. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  agree  fully  with  Assemblyman  I'.rav.  for 
this  reason:  It  is  a  question  whether  a  witness  can  come  before 
this  committee  and  hold  it  in  contempt  while  he  is  answering 
questions,  and  a  court  would  certainly  rule  on  the  question  if  it 
were  before  a  court  and  if  a  challenge  were  thrown  down  to  the 
court  that  they  were  there  tor  a  purpose  different  from  what  it 
would  appear  on  the  record,  and  I  think  it  is  perfectly  material 
to  find  out  whether  that  is  the  sentiment  of  the  witness. 

Senator  Morris:  T  dislike  very  much  to  take  up  the  time  of  this 
committee,  necessarily  delaying  the  proceedings  of  this  investiga- 
tion. We  all  know  that  under  the  resolution  we  have  to  make  a 
report  on  the  15th  day  of  March.  One  week  has  already  gone, 
and  we  have  spent  a  considerable  amount  of  time  sparring  back 
and  forth  here:  all  day  Friday,  for  instance  and  up  to  this  time 
to-day  in  sparring  back  and  forth.  T  want  to  first  say  that  I  mean 
no  reflection  on  anybody,  and  I  hope  that  statement  will  be  taken 
at  face  value.  The  fact  is,  however,  we  all  know,  that  from  the 
very  inception  of  this  investigation  the  newspapers  have  stated 
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that  this  committee  was  stacked  up  along  certain  lines,  that  certain 
members  of  the  committee  were  in  favor  of  a  thorough,  searching 
probe,  and  would  abide  the  result  and  vote  for  Mr.  Stephenson  or 
not  according  as  the  evidence  disclosed  corruption  or  not.  It  has 
also  been  common  talk,  as  we  all  know,  that  tin-  assembly  mem- 
bers ol"  this  committee  were  stacked  up  for  the  purpose  of  white- 
washing Senator  Stephenson.  Now.  1  want  to  repeat  once  more.  1 
hope  what  I  say  will  be  taken  at  face  value.  I  am  not  saying  that 
that's  true.  I  do  saw  however,  that  if  we  spend  much  more  time 
sparring  back  and  forth  and  delaying  these  proceedings  and  in 
quibbling  about  rules  of  procedure  and  rules  of  practice,  it  we 
spend  much  more  time  in  that  way.  I  should  say  that  any  citizen 
of  Wisconsin  would  have  the  right  to  make  the  charges  that  Sen- 
ator Blaine  has  made  this  morning.  Me  at  least  couldn't  be 
criticized,  he  would  only  he  repeating  what  seems  to  be  a  part  of 
the  public  mind.  Now,  I  hope  this  thing  will  stop  right  here.  I 
hope  that  we  shall  be  able  to  proceed  with  Mr.  Blaine's  testimony. 
We  vote  on  United  States  senator  at  twelve  o'clock.  1  have 
heard  the  report  around  here  this  morning  that  these  proceedings 
were  being  delayed,  that  the  fact  that  Mr.  Blaine  was  claiming 
his  privilege  was  made  as  an  argument  in  the  assembly  to  stam- 
pede certain  members  to  vote  for  Mr.  Stephenson.  Now,  I  want 
to  sav  this,  and  I  am  thru.  We  cannot  afford  to  do  the  state's 
business  in  that  way;  we  cannot  afford  to  do  it  as  members  of  the 
legislature:  we  cannot  afford  to  do  it  as  members  of  this  commit- 
tee, and  we  can't  afford  to  do  it  as  citizens  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Blaine  simply  repeated  some  of  these  things  this  morning.  Now 
we  are  going  to  take  time  to  find  out  whether  he  wants  to  retract 
or  not.  whether  he  is  repentant  or  not,  whether  he  regards  the 
thing  as  a  blunder  tactically,  whether  any  strategic  advantage 
can  be  taken  by  retracting,  or  whether  a  strategic  advantage  can 
be  gained  by  standing  pat.  But  what  has  that  got  to  do  with  the 
investigation  of  the  senatorial  primary  as  held  in  September?  Ts 
there  a  man  on  tins  committee,  is  there  a  man  in  the  room,  is  there 
a  human  being  anywhere,  who  will  consider  for  a  moment  that 
Mr.  Blaine's  changing  his  attitude  with  reference  to  this  matter 
or  standing  pat  with  reference  to  this  matter,  will  throw  any  light 
on  the  manner  in  which  this  fund  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars 
spent  by  one  candidate,  forty  thousand  dollars  spent  by  another 
candidate,  thirty  by  another  candidate,  and  ten  or  twelve  by  an- 
other candidate,  was  spent  honestly  or  dishonestly,  whether  it  has 
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been   practiced   to  such   an   extent    that    it    vitiates   the  primary. 
Will  the  answer  that  Senator  Blaine  may  make  to  this  qnestii  n 
at  this  time  thr<  >w  any  light  on  that  subj<  cl  ':     I E  he  cl<  >es,  d<  • 
think  that  he  is   fooling  anybody,  deceiving  anybody,  in  making 
the  claim?     Isn't  it  palpable — isn't  it  plain?     N'ow   I   say,  I  hope 
we  shall  be  able  to  proceed  with  this  work  in  a  calm,  intellig 
dispassionate,  deliberate  way,  and  that  this  thing  will  stop 
here,  and  I   want  to  apologize  for  taking  the  time  in  making  my 
statement  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Bray:  1  hope  thai  we  can  proceed  with  this  vote  and 
the  examination  of  Mr.  Blaine  without  any  further  delay,  and 
I  wish  to  say  that  the  senator  who  has  just  spoken  has  talked 
just  nine  minutes  by  the  clock,  longer  than  all  of  the  other 
speakers  on  this  point  have  spoken,  and  on  Friday  when  we 
wasted  the  whole  afternoon  he  started  the  discussion.  Now  I 
would  like  to  sec  this  vote  taken  and  thai  we  proceed  to  the  ex- 
amination  of   Senator   Blaine. 

Senator  Morris:  I  started  the  discussion  Saturday  and 
talked  just  three  minutes  exactly.  The  whole  of  the  afternoon 
was   spent    on    the  same   subject. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  1  am  surprised  that  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee would  say  that  because  certain  newspapers  say.  and  that 
the  common  talk  current  outside  of  this  committee  is  to  the  ef- 
fect that  the  committee  is  stacked  on'the  one  hand  to  whitewash 
Senator  Stephenson,  on  the  other  hand  for  a  wide  open  invest] 
gation,  should  be  brought  into  this  committee  at  all.  I  am 
thoroughly  conversant  with  the  fact  that  our  time  is  limited 
and  yet  I  think  there  are  things  before  this  committee  as  im- 
portant as  time.  I  think  the  dignity  of  this  committee  and  or- 
derly proceedings  are  as  importanl  as  anything  else  before  us 
for  consideration,  and  I  just  wish  the  indulgence  of  the  com- 
mittee for  a  moment  on  that.  I  don't  care  what  the  newspapers 
say  with  reference  to  my  position  here,  I  don't  care  whether 
the  newspapers  say  that  1  am  here  for  the  purpose  of  white- 
washing Mr.  Stephenson  or  not.  but  I  want  to  say  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  committee  here  that  I  am  just  as  earnest  for  a  wide 
open  investigation  as  is  the  senator  who  preceded  me.  and 
whether  my  remarks  are  construed  otherwise  or  not  is  imma- 
terial to  me.  and  I  will  not  take  a  second  place  to  any  senator 
or  assemblyman  on  thai  question  on  this  committee.  I  may  dif- 
fer, and  differ  honestly,  with  certain  members  of  this  committee 
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as  to  what  will  besl  expedite  the  business  of  this  committee,  and 
had  the  suggestion  thai  I  made  been  taken  Last  Friday,  the  in- 
vestigation would  have  proceeded  and  we  would  have  saved  time, 
bu1  objection  was  made  and  the  afternoon  was  squandered,  and 
that  was  through  no  fault  of  the  assembly  members  of  this 
committee.  A  whole  day  might  have  been  saved  if  my  sug 
tion  had  been  followed.  That  was  taken  up  properly,  1  think, 
because  there  was  an  honest  difference  of  opinion,  and  I  am 
not  going  to  be  influenced  here  by  what  the  newspapers  think 
aboul  my  attitude,  nor  the  public  in  the  lobbies  for  what  I  am 
doing  whin  I  lake  up  a  few  minutes  time  of  this  committee. 
Now  then  as  to  delaying  the  proceedings,  the  proceedings  will 
lie  delayed  just  so  long  as  we  quibble  about  immaterial  matter. 
1  think  the  quicker  we  gel  to  the  discussion  of  this  mailer  the 
better  it  will  he.  There  is  one  other  thing  that  I  want  to  an- 
swer, and  that  is  that  an  attempt  has  been  made  to  stampede 
members  of  the  assembly,  because  of  this  matter.  We  would 
be  violating  our  duty  if  we  paid  any  attention  to  impressions 
of  that  kind.  1  will  not  be  silent  because  my  silence  will  be 
considered  as  being  cowed  by  that  impression.  I  don't  care 
what  impression  gets  out.  I  think  that  that  matter  ought  not 
to  he  brought  up  for  discussion. 

The  Chairman:      Will  the  secretary  call  the  roll  on  this  vote. 

Mr.   Hambrecht:     Senator  Marsh? 

Senator  Marsh  :     No. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Senator  .Morris.' 

Senator  Morris:     Xo. 

Mr.    Hambrecht:     Senator  Husting? 

Senator  Husting:     Xo. 

Mi'.   Hambrecht:     Mr.  Chappie? 

Mr.  Chappie:     Yes. 

Mi-.    Hambrecht:     Assemblyman   Whitman? 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  will  vote  no.  for  the  reason  that  I  believe 
that  the  question  has  been  put  to  Mr.  Blaine  in  a  way  so  that 
the  only  construction  that  can  be  placed  on  bis  answer  is  this: 
that  he  does  not  care  to  retract  or  say  anything  about  it.  Now 
if  that  has  any  legal  effect,  it  has  just  as  much  effect  now  as 
though  he  would  answer  the  word  no.  I  don't  believe  in  quib- 
bling over  an  unimportant  question  like  that,  and  I  am  sorry 
that  we  have  wasted  so  much  time  in  bothering  with  it.  I  vote 
no. 
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Mr.  Hambrecht:     Assemblyman  fngalls? 

Assemblyman    [ngalls:     Yes. 

Mr.   Hambrechl  :     Bray? 

Mr.   Bray:     Fes. 

Mr.  Hambrechl  :     Yes. 

The  Chairman:     The  vote  stands  four  and   four  and  the 
fed  of  that  is  to  admil  the  testimony. 

Senator  Blaine:  I  do  not  desire  to  make  any  statemenl  with 
reference  to  what  1  said  this  morning,  outside  of  this — or 
rather  before  I  took  the  oath,  in  reference  to  any  matter  uot 
included  in  any  charge  thai  I  have  made  or  that  1  know  of. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Couldn't  you  answer  no  and  proted  yourself 
and  everybody  else  and  end  this  whole  transaction,  without  in- 
juring anybody  and  doing  us  all  a  lo1  of  good?  Now  it's  up 
to  you. 

A.  1  have  answered  it  negatively,  that  is  true.  1  don't  care  to 
say  anything  about  it.  Now.  it  is  a  double  question.  You 
ean't  answer  no  and  you  can't  say  yes;  thai   is  all  there  is  to  it. 

Mr.  Whitman:  But  the  answer  of  no  will  put  an  end  to  this. 
It  won't  injure  the  committee  or  help  the  committee,  and  it 
won't  help  or  hurt  you.  I  think  it  would  expedite  matters  and 
perhaps  stop  quite  a  little  speech  making.  I  think  you  are  in 
a  very  pleasant  position  where  you  could  end  it  by  saying  yes  or 
no.  I  would  rather  you  would  say  no.  because  I  wouldn't  care 
to  have  you  gel  up  to  make  any  further  remarks  about  it.  I 
would  like  to  see  the  thing  go  ahead. 

Senator  Blaine:  I  don't  think  that  I  can  say  no  or  ves  to  a 
question  of  that  kind.  I  can  only  answer  it  by  savin-'  as  1  have 
said,  that  I  do  not  care  to  go  into  that  matter  again.  I  am  not 
going  to  retract  and  I  am  not  going  to  reaffirm. 

Mr.  Bray:     Then  you  decline  to  answer  the  question? 

Senator  Blaine:     Just  as  I  answered  it. 

The  Chairman  :     The  effect  of  his  answer  is  negative. 

Mr.  Whitman:     It  is  the  same  answer  he  gave  first. 

The  Chairman:  Mr.  Ingalls,  will  von  examine  Senator 
Blaine? 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  Mr.  Blaine,  you  are  a  member  of  the  state  senate? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  How  long  have  you  been  a  member  of  the  senate.,  Mr. 
Blaine  ? 

A.  This  session  only. 

Q   '•)'  occupation  yon  arc  a  lawyer? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  On  January  26,  1909,  you  prepared  some  charges  in  this 
matter  did  you  not  ? 

A.  I  would  say  that  I  riled  some  charges.  I  think  they  were 
prepared  partially  on  the  22nd. 

Q.  They  were  filed  in  the  senate  January  26th,  L909,  or  about 
that  date? 

A.   Yes,  sir,  cm  that  date. 

Q.   And  I  will  ask  you,  senator,  if  you  prepared  those  charges? 

A.   1  did,  yes,  sir. 

O.   You  mean  by  that  you  put  them  into  form? 

A.  I  prepared  them  myself.  I  used  the  typewriter  myself, 
wrote  them  out  myself. 

O.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  first  charge  in  the  specification 
and  I  will  read  it. 

A.  I  might  suggest  that  ]  am  very  familiar  with  these  charges 
-and  if  you  will  call  my  attention  to  any  particular  thing,  why,  I 
will  answer  it. 

Q.  "That  Isaac  Stephenson  of  Marinette,  Wisconsin,  now 
United  States  senator,  and  a  candidate  for  re-election,  did,  as 
such  candidate  for  such  candidate  for  such  re-election,  give  to 
one  E.  A.  Edmonds  of  the  city  of  Appleton,  Wisconsin,  then  an 
-elector  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  and  said  city  of  Appleton,  a 
valuable  thing,  to-wit,  a  sum  of  $250,000.00,  as  a  consideration 
for  some  act  to  be  done  by  said  E.  A.  Edmonds  in  relation  to  the 
primary  election  held  on  the  1st  day  of  September,  1908,  which 
consideration  was  paid  prior  to  said  primary  election,  and  that 
•said  Isaac  Stephenson  was  at  the  time  of  such  payment  a  candi- 
date for  the  republican  nomination  for  United  States  senator  at 
such  primary,  and  did  by  such  acts  as  above  set  forth  violate  sec- 
tion 1542b  of  the  statutes.-'  At  the  time  that  charge  was  pre- 
pared, Mr.  Blaine,  did  yon  have  any  knowledge  of  your  own  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  sum  of  $250,000.00  had  been  expended? 

A.   I  wouldn't  say  that  I  did,  of  the  two  hundred  and  fifty. 

(  ).  Did  you  have  any  knowledge  of  the  expenditure  of 
$106,000.00? 

A.   I  think  I  did. 
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Q.  \i  the  time  this  was  prepared  was  the  statemenl  of  Senator 
Stephenson  on  file  ? 

A.   It  was  in  it. 

Q.   But  since  that  time  it  has  been  filed? 

A.   It  has— so  he  testified — I  haven't  seen  it  myself  on  file. 

i  ).  Well,  your  information  as  to  the  amount  of  expenditures 
in  that  way  you  mean  to  say  was  not  based  upon  anything  that 
vi  hi  knew   y<  mrsel  f  ? 

A.  Well,  now  your  question  is  misleading,  Mr.  tngalls.  You 
refer  to  the  two  hundred  and  fifty  or  the  expenditure  that  I  refer 
to  in  the  charge? 

0.   Two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand. 

A.  The  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  was  nut  based  mi  any 
personal  knowledge  of  mine. 

Q.   And  how  did  you  arrive  at  that  amount,  Senator? 
\.    I »y  certain  estimates. 

Q.  Calculations? 

A.  Calculations  upon  the  basis  of  a  hundred  and  six  thousand. 
of  which  I  believe  I  had  personal  knowledge. 

0.  You  had  personal  knowledge  of  tin-  expenditure  of  about 
one  hundred  and  six  thousand? 

A.  I  consider  that  it  was  personal  knowledge.  Of  course  it 
came  from  Mr.  Edmonds.  That  is  the  extent  of  my  personal 
knowledge. 

O.  Did  you  ask  him  ? 

A.   1  le  told  me. 

O.  He  told  you  that  before  the  charges  were  filed? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  will  you  slate  how  you  arrived  at  the  additional  sum 
of  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand? 

A.  I  will.  A  good  deal  of  talk  has  1 n  indulged  in  by  Sen- 
ator Stephenson — 

.Mr.  Hyzer:     Will  you  pardon  inc.  Senator. 

A.  — as  to  the  cost  of  running  the  Free  Press. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Will  you  pardon  me  jusl  a  moment.  .Mr.  Chair- 
man, T  rise  now  as  tin'  attorney  for  Mr.  Stephenson,  and  T  think 
as  such  attorney  it  becomes  my  duty  at  the  outset,  when  the 
<-hiss  of  testimony  now  under  consideration  is  offered,  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  the  subject  <>1  hearsay  testimony. 
And  I  think  il  my  duty  as  a  lawyer  to  object  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  any  evidence  before  this  committee  which  is  commonly 
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known  as  hearsay.  I  desire  to  say  in  connection  with  this  ob- 
jection, thai  il  goes  1<>  no  fact.  I  wanl  to  be  clearly  understood 
on  that  proposition.  I  object  to  no  testimony  on  any  fact,  1  mt 
it  occurs  to  me  thai  a  committee,  sitting  Legally  and  under  the 
law,  is  governed  and  controlled  by  the  board  principles  of  law 
relating  to  evidence  Nol  any  technical  rule  which  perhaps 
might  be  enforced  in  court,  not  by  so  general  a  proposition — by 
a  rule  so  general  thai  it  1ms  conic  to  be  known  as  the  Anglo- 
Saxon  understanding  of  evidence^  in  contradistinction  to  cer- 
tain rules  of  evidence  known  to  other  peoples  than  the  Anglo- 
Saxon.  Now.  I  am  qo-1  going  to  make  any  address  or  take  any 
time.  1  make  the  objection  now.  nol  because  of  any  specific 
question  thai  is  asked.  1ml  because  the  question  now  comes  up 
whether  in  the  procedure  of  tins  committee  evidence  is  to  be 
taken  here  which  is  hearsay,  and  I  should  be  glad  to  have  the 
committee  establish  a  rule  in  that  respect,  because  !  do  not  in- 
tend by  any  means  to  break  in  here  with  objections  I  shan't 
make  any  more  unless  some  spec.ific  question  comes  up  that  \ 
cannot  now  foresee.  But  on  the  subjed  of  hearsay  testimony, 
does  the  committee,  well  informed  as  this  committee  must  be 
from  its  makeup,  desire  to  go  into  the  subject  of  hearsay  testi- 
mony in  this  investigation?  Can  it  set  intelligently  upon  hear- 
say testimony?  Can  any  response  to  hearsay  testimony  be 
made.'  ( 'an  hearsay  testimony  be  met  by  anybody  on  earth.1  I 
am  quite  aware  that  a  member  of  this  committee  has  asked  the 
question  id'  Senator  Blaine,  T  am  quite  aware  he  is  justified  in 
answering  il  it  that  is  the  way  this  committee  is  .u-tiine;  to  pro- 
ceed, that  is.  without  any  rule  at  all  in  reference  to  hearsay  tes- 
timony. 

Senator  Husting:  I  would  like  to  ask  yon  a  question,  Mr. 
Hyzer,  whether,  in  your  opinion,  this  line  of  examination  of  this 
particular  witness,  Mr.  Blaine,  is  not  in  the  nature  id'  looking 
for  information  rather  than  introducing  evidence  against  Mr. 
Stephenson  .' 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  will  gladly  answer  thai  question,  Senator,  and 
permit  me  to  recall  what  I  said  the  other  day.  thai  if  I  was  con- 
ducting— now  I  don't  mean  to  make  any  suggestion  as  to  how 
you  should  act — but  if  1  was  conducting  the  investigation  I  said 
I  would  talk  with  my  witnesses  and  then  I  would  offer  the  tes- 
timony. T  do  not  think  that  any  prosecuting  or  investigating 
body  should  call  a  witness  in  the  proceeding  and   for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  informing  itself  as  to  whal  evidence  it  desired  to  offer 
publicly  pul  his  testimony  into  the  case.  Le1  me  briefly  illus- 
trate. Suppose  one  oi  us  lawyers  was  trying  a  lawsuit,  we 
didn'1  know  whal  testimony  we  had,  we  wouldn'1  call  our  wit- 
nesses to  the  box  and  ask  them  for  our  information,  whal  in- 
formation they  had.  so  thai  we  could  send  oul  and  gel  witnes- 
ses to  prove  our  case.  We  wouldn'1  do  that,  we  would  talk 
with  the  witness,  find  oul  whal  information  he  had  and  then 
we  would  offer  our  testimony  as  competenl  testimony.  Other- 
wise you  call  a  witness  here  for  ih<'  purpose  of  informing  the 
committee  whal  evidence  il  a1  hand,  you  call  a  witness  here 
necessarily  if  you  proceed  that  way,  I  can  see  at  once  thai  you 
musl  listen  to  any  quantity  of  hearsay  testimony,  because  you 
will  be  sifting  your  evidence  from  tin-  witness  box  rather  than 
from  t  he  consultal  ion  room. 

Senator  Husting:  Doesn't  this  raise  the  question  we  dis- 
eussed  the  other  day.'  Thai  was  the  view  taken  by  a  majority 
of  the  committee,  and  tin-  minority  look  the  other  view,  that 
they  did  want  Mr.  Blaine  to  state  publicly  his  sources  of  infor- 
mation. This  was  the 'question  that  was  up  Friday,  a1  which 
time  you  expressed  the  same  opinion,  hut  the  committee  took 
a  \  ote  on  it. 

.Mr.  Hyzer:  1  know  it.  !  am  not  now  in  any  way  suggesting 
anything  advisory  to  this  committee;  I  have  no  business  to: 
I  don't  intend  to;  lam  here  representing  now  Senator  Stephen- 
son and  I  raise  a  question  of  law  before  this  committee.  This 
committee  must  dispose  of  it. 

Senator  Morris:  I  think"  we  can  save  time  by  asking  a  ques- 
tion now.  I  understand  your  position  to  he  this,  that  hearsay 
ought  not  to  he  considered  by  the  committee  in  reaching  its 
conclusion,  in  making  its  finding.  That  is  your  position,  as  I 
understand  it. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     That  is  partly  my  position,  Senator  Morris. 

Senator  Morris:  Now,  I  agree  with  you  there,  and  a-  tar  as 
my  position  is  concerned  I  will  not  make  a  finding  for  or  against 
Mr.  Stephenson  from  hearsay  testimony.  I  think  that  is  per- 
fectly plain.  This  i<  an  investigation,  and  may  the  committee 
now  receive  that  kind  of  testimony  from  this  witness,  to  enable 
the  committee  to  run  that  matter  down  and  get  at  the  fact-  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:    1  think  it  might. 

Senator   Morris:     Well,   now   have  you  any  objection   to   the 
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taking  of  hearsay  testimony  for  that  purpose?  Do  you  have-  any 
objection  to  permitting  the  committee  to  receive  hearsay  testi- 
mony only  for  the  purpose  of  following  out  the  clue,  so  to  speak, 
and  getting  at  the  truth?  D<»  you  see  any  objection  to  that?  That 
would  be  permissible  in  the  grand  jury  room,  of  course. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     I  never  was  in  a  grand  jury  room. 

Senator  Morrsi  That  would  be  permissible  in  any  inquisi- 
torial body. 

Mr.  Hyzer:    1  think  it  would  be. 

Senator  Morris:  Now  if  this  committee  takes  testimony  only 
for  the  purpose  of  the  benefit  that  they  may  derive  from  the  clue, 
so  to  speak,  and  in  no  way  considers  it  in  making  its  findings, 
you  wouldn't  object  to  it  would  yon? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Senator  Morris  will  of  course  understand  that  the 
proceedings  in  the  grand  jury  room  are  for  the  very  purpose — 
they  are  private,  in  the  first  place,  secret  for  all  time,  and  they  are 
conducted  for  the  very  purpose  of  bringing  witnesses  into  court 
to  testify  and  to  give  competent  testimony.  So  the  situation  is 
quite  different. 

Senator  Morris:  Isn't  this  investigation,  in  the  last  analysis, 
being  held  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the  evidence  before  the 
legislature? 

Mr.  Hyzer :     O,  I  suppose  so,  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Morris:     In  the  last  analysis? 
*Mr.  Hyzer:     In  the  last  analysis. 

Senator  Morris:   Xow  is  there  any  difference? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Only  the  fundamental  difference.  Senator,  of 
making  a  record,  which  is  public,  upon  hearsay  testimony  in  part. 

Senator  Morris:  Well,  don't  you  think  the  legislature  is  en- 
titled to  the  evidence,  even  tho  it  necessitates  making  the  matter 
public  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  answer  you  with  perfect  frankness  as  a  lawyer. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  legally  constituted  body  in  this  country 
is  entitled  to  consider  or  to  have  in  its  records  hearsay  testimony, 
whether  it  is  considered  or  not  in  making  up  the  findings. 

Senator  Morris:  Well,  I  think  we  all  agree  on  that,  it  ought  not 
to  be  considered. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  1  say  whether  or  not — conceding  that  it  is  not 
so  intended,  in  making  up  findings,  it  charges  one  or  another, 
whoever  may  be  affected,  with  certain  facts,  whatever  Lhey  may 
be,  and  whether  the  human  mind   is  so  constituted  that  it  can 
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lisici!  iii  evidence  and  exclude  it  from  consideration  as  hearsay 
I  do  mil  know;  lull  I  submit  to  this  committee  simply  the  legal 
proposition,  whether  in  taking  evidence,  no1  in  inquiring 
whether  there  exists  certain  witnesses  who  may  be  called  to  give 
evidence,  but  in  taking  evidence  to  go  into  the  general  record 
they  oughl  to  take  hearsay  testimony.  It'  H  is  proper,  I  would 
like  tn  have  thai  ruling,  so  thai  nothing  more  need  be  said  aboul 
it    by   me. 

'  Quesl  ion  read. ) 

Mr.  Whitman:  Thai  would  be  within  the  line  of  hearsay 
thai  vim  would  tliinlc  would  be  beyond  the  province  of  this  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  think  the  question  is  broad  enough  to  call  for 
hearsay  testimony,  and  as  I  understand  Senator  Blaine's  partial 
statement,  which  I  interrupted,  it  was  along  thai  line. 

Senator  Husting:  Le1  me  ask  you  one  more  question,  Inas- 
much ;:s  Mr.  Blaine  is  ;i  member  of  the  senate,  that  he  filed 
those  charges  mi  information  ami  belief,  his  testimony  on  all 
these  points  must  necessarily  be  what  you  would  call  hearsay 
testimony  .' 

.Mi-.  Hyzer:  Belief  mighl  rest  upon  knowledge.  Informa- 
t  inn  could  not .   I   suppos  ■. 

Senator  Husting:  Well,  T  say  the  fact  that  he  makes  the 
charge  upon  information  and  belief  would  necessarily  make  all 
nf  his  testimony  what  you  would  call  hearsay  testimony. 

'Mr.  Hyzer:  ]  should  so  regard  such  an  allegation  in  a  plead- 
iner.  Senator. 

Senator  Husting:  Arc  you  nut  taking  the  position  that  a 
minority  of  this  committee  took  last  Friday,  insisting  that  if  Mr. 
Blaine's  testimony  was  to  he  taken  at  all  or  his  information  was 
tii  be  received,  it  was  received  for  the  benefit  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Perhaps  so.  I  don't  know  what  one  member  of 
the  committee  may  think,  or  another  member  may  think;  I  am 
simply  raising  a  question  of  law. 

Senator  Husting:  You  are  raising  the  point  that  if  his 
charges  rest  upon  information  and  belief,  then  any  information 
which  he  might  be  able  to  give  this  committee  would  be  what  you 
would  call  hearsay  testimony? 

Mr.  I  I_\ zer  :      I  should  say  so,  Senator. 

Mr.  I  lambrecht :  If  these  charges  were  based  on  a  public  mat- 
ter and    were   made  on   information   and   belief,    would   you   con- 


tOS      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   INVESTIGATION. 

sider  it  to  come  under  the  rule  of  hearsay  if  we  were  to  ask  the 

source  of  that  information,  so  that  we  could  run  down  the  person 
who  would  know  the  charges? 

Mr.  \\  hitman:  [sn't  there  a  double  purpose  in  every  win- 
first,  to  tell  the  committee  what  he  knows  himself  and  in  addition 
to  that,  give  the  committee  information  upon  which  they  ran 
gather  other  testimony?  Now,  under  the  latter  perhaps  more 
hearsay  testimony  would  come  in,  but  wouldn't  it  be  of  neces- 
sity under  the  object  and  purposes  of  this  investigation? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  think  very  clearly  if  Senator  Blaine  knows  of 
any  witness  who  could  give  any  facts  relating  to  this  investiga- 
tion, he  ought  to  name  them  to  this  committee,  and  1  should  not 
regard  that  as  hearsay  testimony.  Now  when  I  speak  of  hearsay 
testimony,  1  necessarily  allude  to  a  man  saying,  "Why,  1  heard 
so  and  so,  somebody  told  me;"  to  make  it  concrete  "Somebody 
told  me  that  $250,000  was  expended."  Now,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  strictly  hearsay  testimony  if  Senator  Blaine  should 
give  the  sources  of  his  information — not  in  detail,  understand. 
because  it  would  necessarily  come  under  hearsay  then.  That 
comes  right  hack  to  the  question,  as  a  lawyer  would  view  it. 
whether  he  would  say  to  Senator  Blaine,  "I  am  going  to  conduct 
an  investigation;  now  let  me  know  what  you  know  about  it.  give 
me  the  names  of  parties  that  you  know  about.'*  Now  you  are 
doing  that  as  a  committee.  I  suppose  you  could  do  that  if  you 
want  to,  but  just  the  moment  you  trench  upon  the  facts  when  it 
is  sifted  through  report,  i  f  course  it  is  hearsay  testimony. 

Senator  Husting:  Isn't  that  hearsay  testimony  for  Mr. 
Blaine,  to  say  that  somebody  told  him  so  and  so.  giving  the  name 
of.  the  person,  unless  this  man  knew  of  his  having  actual  knowl- 
edge of  certain  things  involved  in  this  investigation. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Why,  any  fact  which  Senator  Blaine  knows  him- 
self. Suppose  I  should  state  to  Senator  Blaine  a  fact,  and  it  be- 
comes material  to  inquire  of  him  "Did  you  have  any  conversation 
with  Mr.  Hyzer  about  this?"     Yes,  sir.     That  isn't  hearsay. 

Senator  Husting:     That  would  he  an  admission. 

.Mr.   Hyzer:      It   isn't  hearsay. 

Senator  Husting:     No,  because  it  is  an  admission. 

Mr.   Hyzer:     Well,  whatever  it   is. 

Mr.  [ngalls:      It  is  a  fact. 

Mr.  Hyzer:      It  is  a  fact.      It  isn't  hearsay. 

Senator  Husting:     Well,  the  fact  that  you  spoke  to  him  would 
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be  ;i  fact,  h  would  be  an  exception  to  the  rale  of  hearsay  evi- 
dence because  it  would  be  the  admission  of  ;i  party  interested  in 
t  he  procei  dings. 

Mr.  II\/t:  I  didn't  mean  to  apply  it  to  an  interested  party. 
I  meant  anybody.  When  yon  inquire  aboul  a  fad  its  relevancy 
may  be  remote  or  close,  bu1  it  doesn'1  go  to  the  subjed  of  hear- 
say. Senator  Blaine  would  know  thai  himself,  bu1  when  he 
>il'ts  whal  thai  witness  said  to  him  through  himself  it  becomes 
hearsay. 

Ah.  Hambrecht:  I  don't  fully  agree  with  Mr.  Hyzer  on  the 
construction  he  places  on  hearsay,  it'  I  understand  him  right.  I 
think  one  of  the  objects  of  the  investigation  is  to  investigate 
charges  of  corrupl  and  unlawful  use  of  money.  There  has  been 
a  public  charge  made,  and  I  think  even  though  thai  mighl  in- 
volve sum-  hearsay  as  to  when'  he  go1  thai  information,  it  would 
be  perfectly  proper  for  this  committee  to  sifl  ou1  ;it  leasl  the 
source  of  that   information. 

The  Chairman:  I  don'1  understand  thai  there  is  any  specific 
objection  here  to  a  question  that  has  been  asked,  bul  Mr.  Hyzer 
suggests  thai  this  committee  lake  some  general  action  upon  the 
question  of  whether  we  are  going  to  take  hearsay  testimony. 
Now.  does  the  committee  wish  to  take  any  action  on  that  propo- 
sition, or  dispose  of  these  matters  as  they  come  up  .' 

Mr.  Hyzer:  In  order  that  the  question  may  he  before  the 
committee,  so  far  as  the  question  calls  for  hearsay  testimi  uy 
and  so  far  as  the  answer  Senator  Blaine  started  to  make  indi- 
cates hearsay  testimony,  there  is  an  objection. 

The  Chairman:  AVhal  does  the  committee  wish  to  do  with 
this  objection  .' 

Mr.  Bray:     1  move  Unit   it  he  uo1   allowed — overruled. 

.Mi-.  Hambrecht:     I  second  the  motion. 

The  ( 'haii-man  :  It  has  been  moved  and  seconded  that  the 
objection  he  overruled.  Those  who  favor  that  motion  say  aye: 
1  hose  <  pposed,  no. 

Moth  n   carried. 

The  Chairman:  The  objection  to  this  question  is  overruled 
ami  Mr.   Blaine  may  continue. 

i  Question   and  answer  read. 

Q.  You  are  a  lawyer. — just  give  m  the  definite  source,  if  you 
can. 

A.  1  think  if  you  will  take  these  figures  down  you   will   find 
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my  source  of  information.  Mr.  Edmonds  assured  me  thai  al 
Leasl  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  spent  through  him  so 
far  as  he  knew  about;  thai   of  course  in  addition   bo  thai    Mr. 

Stephenson  spent  money  personally.  And  now  I  will  continue 
the  expression  thai  I  was  making,  thai  Senator  Stephenson,  a1 
Leasl  it  was  reported  in  t  he  papers,  it  was  never  denied,  1  believe 
that  his  personal  organ  now  reasserts  it,  especially  recently, 
thai  he  spent  four  hundred  thousand  dollars  to  further  Bob 
La  Pollette's  interests.  I  think  thai  the  Free  Press  was  es- 
tablished the  campaign  following  Senator  La  Pollette's  firsl 
■successful  campaign  for  governor,  so  1  figure  that  the  Free  Press 
has  been  in  existence  in  the  three  campaigns,  Senator  La  Fol- 
lette's  two  last  campaigns  for  governor  and  his  last  campaign 
for  senator.  So  if  it  cost  $400,000.00,  it  cost  $138,000.00  to 
•conduct  a  campaign  for  Mr.  Stephenson.  This  mighl  be  quite 
a  broad  presumption,  bu1  !  can  only  take  it  in  the  light  of  .Mr. 
Stephenson's  own  experience  in  reference  to  what  he  claimed 
aboul  other  matters.     I  think  yon  will  get  about  $250,000. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  else  that  you   base  the  expendituri 
$250,G00  on.  Senator  .' 

A.  <>.  that  was  the  real  hasis.  Of  course  yon  know  that  it 
has  been  reported  in  the  public  press  and  from  mouth  to  month 
throughout  the  state  that  he  spent  half  a  million  dollars,  some 
say  a  quarter  of  a  million.  That,  of  course,  is  in  the  minds  of 
some.     I  didn't  base  it  on  that. 

Q.  Would  yon  regard  that  as  reliable  information,  or  a  mere 
rumor  .' 

A.   Which.' 

Q.  The  report  from  month  to  month  and  the  circulation  in 
the  press  that  he  spent  a  half  a  million  or  a  quarter  of  a  mil- 
lien  f 

A.  Well,  sometimes  those  things  are  to  he  regarded  with 
some  degree  of  confidence,  sometimes  they  are  not.  It  depends 
upon  the  circumstances.  Yon  know  the  old  saying  that  where 
there  is  some  smoke  there  must  he  some  fire.  Of  course  yon  call 
for  an  expert   opinion;  so   I   had  to  answer  yon  accordingly. 

Q.  Do  yon  think  of  any  other  sources  of  information  that  you 
have  or  had  on  which  you  based  the  expenditure  of  $250,000? 

A.  Thai  is  in  substance,  the  source  of  information  with  re- 
ference to  the  first  charge  .' 
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<v>.  The  definite  source  as  to  expenditure  was  obtained   from 
M  r.  Edmonds,  wasn  I   it? 
A.  Yes,  as  to  i  he  definite  amounl . 

Q.  Now.  did  you  have  any  other  definite  sources  as  to  the 
amounl  of  expenditures  excepting  whal  you  obtained  from 
Edmonds .' 

A.  As  to  this  particular  charge,  do,  other  thau  as  1  have 
stated   I  think  my  statemenl  covers  ii   fully. 

Q.  Ami  I  will  ask  you.  Senator,  if  you  made  any  other  in- 
quiry as  in  definite  amount  excepting   from   Edmonds? 

A.  Why.  I  found  no  campaign  statemenl  on  file  and  I  knew 
of  do  place  tn  go  I'm-  definite  information,  unless  I  went  down 
to  Washington  to  sec  Senator  Stephenson.  1  hardly  fell  that  I 
was  able  to  do  that. 

<L>.   And  when  did  you   learn   this   from   Mr.    Edmonds? 

A.  I  learned  it  on  the  afternoon  of  the  day  of  the  platform 
convention. 

Q.  I  understand,  so  thai  we  may  gel  it  clear,  if  possible,  thai 
the  additional  amounl  which  you  stated  here,  running  it  up 
to  $250,000,  you  attributed  to  investments  in  the  Free  Press 
by  Senator  Stephenson  .' 

A.  I  considered  thai  the  Free  I'ivsn.  being  his  personal  organ 
conducted  l>y  him.  or  the  majority  of  the  stock  owned  by  him, 
as  reported,  was  an  expenditure  by  him  in  his  campaign,  and 
1  st:ll  regard  it  as  an  expenditure.  I  don'1  know  how  much, 
you  understand. 

<t>.  And  you  arrive  at  that  amount  by  the  process  of  reason- 
ing thai  you  have  stated  .' 

A.  Well.  1  assumed  that  thai  would  he  the  correct  way  to 
arrive  as  it.  so  far  as  I  had  any  information. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  want  now.  Senator,  to  include  the  invest- 
ments of  Senator  Stephenson  in  the  Flee  Press  as  money  im- 
properly expended   in   t  he  campaign  .' 

A.  Well,  you  mean  as  illegally  expended  or  improperly  ex- 
pended .' 

{}.  Well,  both.  Take  the  broad  view  of  it.  improperly  or 
illegally  or  both. 

A.  1  would  have  to  analyze  that  situation  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent if  you  include  the  word   improper. 

Q.  Well,  the  broad  question,  whether  or  not  this  $144,000 
that*s  about  what   it   would  he   by  your  method   of   reasoning, 
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wenl  into  Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign  the  committee  would 
like  to  know  whether  you  regard  thai  as  an  improper  or  wrong- 
ful expenditure  qf  money  in  thai  way,  assuming  thai  he  owns 
the  Free  Press  or  the  majority  of  the  slock,  it  being  a  public 
newspaper.     Thai   is  your  idea  about  it.' 

A.  Well,  I  will  tell  you.  As  you  understand,  my  eharges 
were  made  upon  information  and  belief.  The  attitude  of  the 
legislature  at  the  time  the  question  of  investigation  firsl  arose 
seemed  to  be  against  investigation  upon  the  general  charges 
as  contained  in  Senator  Husting's  resolution.  I  assume  that 
if  a  resolution  for  an  investigation  was  made  predicated  upon 
specific  charges,  that  possibly  the  investigation  would  be  lim- 
ited to  the  charges  filed.  Therefore,  I  thought — it  was  my 
individual  opinion — that  if  we  were  going  to  have  an  investi- 
gation it  should  be  thorough,  it  should  go  into  all  the  facts, 
and  that  if  it  was  shown  that  more  than  $106,000  was  spent, 
spent  illegally,  that  oughl  to  be  known,  and  I  determined  that 
the  figures  of  a  quarter  of  a  million  might  possibly  cover  all 
moneys  expended,  properly  or  improperly.  And  it  was  my  in- 
tention to  pu1  i1  in  that  form,  so  that  if  any  technical  objec- 
tion was  raised,  if  the  investigation  was  conducted  along  the 
lines  of  specific  charges,  they  couldn't  exclude  testimony  that 
related  to  the  unlawful  expenditures  of  money  exceeding  the 
$106,000  and  that  I  also  believed  that  Mr.  Stephenson  must 
necessarily  have  spent  some  money  himself,  and  whether  it 
was  spent  illegally  or  unlawfully  or  not  was  a  subject  for  the 
committee  to  investigate.  Now  you  ask  me  how  I  make  up 
the  amount.  I  have  stated  that  $106,000  and  the  present  ac- 
count of  Mr.  Stephenson,  whatever  it  is  or  was.  and  his  invest- 
ment in  the  Free  Press.  Now  in  answer  to  your  question  more 
definitely  I  would  say  that  the  expenditure '  on  his  newspaper 
whatever  it  was.  might  not  be  unlawful — I  presume  it  wouldn't 
be — it  ought  not  to  he.  I  do  not  conceive  now  of  any  way  in 
which  he  could  have  spent  it  on  his  own  newspaper  unlawfully 
unless  certain  means  were  adopted  by  his  newspaper  to  carry 
out  an  intent  to  encompass  his  nomination  regardless  of  lawful 
or  unlawful  means.  Xow  to  that  extent  it  might  he  used  unlaw- 
fully. For  instance,  sending  the  newspaper  into  an  assembly 
district,  and  it  was  sent  in.  T  have  no  doubt,  into  Ekern's  district, 
in  any  attempt  to  defeat  Ekern.  Xow  if  it  was  that  was  an  un- 
lawful use  of  the  Free  Press — no  doubt  about  it.     It  would  be 
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made  indirectly,  however.  I  conceive  the  Law  to  be  thai  n<» 
candidate  Cor  the  United  States  senatorship  has  any  righl  to 
assist  in  the  oomination  or  defeal  of  a  candidate  for  the  legis- 
lature, excepting  a  candidate  residing  in  a  district  where  the 
United  States  senator  resides.  So  I  think  the  distribution  of 
the  Free  Press,  when  it  contained  <m  attack  upon  any  candidate 
for  the  assembly,  was  an  unlawful  use  of  the  money  thai  was 
invested  in  thai  Free  Press.  II'  thai  is  no1  true,  why,  then  all 
a  man  has  gol  to  do  is  to  buy  up  several  very  large  newspapers 
and  throw  the  entire  power  againsl  candidates  for  the  assembly 
and  senate  who  are  opposed  to  a  certain  candidate  for  United 
States  senator  or  in  favor  of  some  certain  candidate  for  United 
State-  senator. 

<L>.  Now  I  will  ask  you  again,  -Mr.  Blaine,  if  you  know  of  any 
other  expenditure  of  money,  aside  from  the  amount  Edmonds 
gave  ymi.  and  Mr.  Stephenson's  investment  in  the  Vvc^  Press 
or  his  ownership  of  tin-  Fn'c  Press,  that  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  first  charge  that   was  made  or  in  fixing  the  amount.' 

A.  I  know  nothing  further  excepting  what  I  have  stated. 
However,  you  want  to  understand  that  other  charges  -it  may 
he  thi'  same  sum.  and   it    may  he  others,    I   don't    know. 

<L>.  Do  you  know  id'  any  personal  expenditures  that  Senator 
Stephenson  made  aside  from  what  he  may  have  testified  to  here 
when  h'  was  a  witness    in  this  campaign? 

A.  I  did  not  meet  the  senator  during  the  campaign  and  don't 
know. 

A.  Now.  do  you  know  whether  the  senator  himself  had  any- 
thing to  do  in  the  circulation  of  his  newspaper — I  mean  per- 
sonally .' 

A.  Well,  he  ought  to  have  known  it. 

<v'.  No.  hut  the  question  is.  do  you  know  whether  he  had  any- 
thing or  ever  had  anything  to  do  personally  with  the  circula- 
tion of  his  paper  .' 

A.  Well,  personally  T  don't  know.  \  have  gol  to  draw  those 
inferences  from  the  fact  that  he  owns  the  Free  Press  or  is  sup- 
posed to.  the  majority  of  the  stock,  and.  of  course,  it  being  his 
property  why.  the  use  id'  it  by  his  employed  agents,  editors  and 
reporters  was  certainly  the  use  by  Mr.  Stephenson.  T  think 
that's  a  fail-  inference. 

Q.  That's  a  mere  inference  .' 

A.   Yes. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  personally  ever  had  anything  to 
do  with  the  circulation  of  any  of  his  newspapers,  if  it  eve« 
go!  so  far  away  from  home  as  up  iu  the  assembly  distrid  that 
you  refer  to — do  yon  know  whether  he  ever  had  anything  to  do 
wit h  that? 

A.  Well,  lie  so  publicly  stilted.     That's  all    I   know  aboul   it. 

Q.  Did  he  publicly  state  thai  he  had  circulated  papers  iu  this 
assembly  district  that  you  refer  to? 

A.  No,  not  in  thai  particular  district.  I  beg  your  pardon— 
I  didn  't  understand. 

Q.  The  question  is.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  the  senator 
had  any  knowledge  of  of  anything  to  do  with  the  circulation  of 
any  of  his  newspapers  in  this  particular  assembly  district  where 
Air.    Ekern   ran  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  can  only  make  the  same  answer  to  thai  as  I  did 
to  the  other;  that  being  the  owner  and  circulating  the-paper 
in  that  county.  That  fact  you  can  ascertain  by  residents  of 
Trempealeau  county.     1  have  never  been  up  there. 

Q.   Xo.  my  question  is.  do  you  know.  Senator.' 

A.  Xo.  I  have  never  been  in  Trempealeau  county  and  1  didn't 
see  a  Free  Press  in  the  county. 

Q.  And  as  far  as  you  know  personally  you  don't  know  that 
there  was  ever  a  Free  Press  in  the  county  .' 

A.   Xo.  1   never  was  in  the  county. 

Q.  T  suppose  in  all  those  various  campaigns  in  the  various 
assembly  districts  the  papers  took  different  positions  on  the'se 
different  questions,  didn't  they,  all  over  the  state.' 

A.  If  you  ask  for  any  particular  paper  that  is  within  my 
personal  knowledge  I  can  tell  you. 

Q.  Well,  the  Journal  took  one  position,  the  Sentinel  another. 
and  the  other  papers  took  different  positions,  the  local   papers? 

A.    I    suppose  so. 

(-,).  Was  the  local  press  in  this  assembly  district  of  Ekern  S 
divided  on  the  question? 

A.  I  never  saw  a  paper  from  Trempealeau  county. 

Q.  You  don't  know  what  the  altitude  of  the  newspapers  was? 

A.   No. 

Q.  Well,  there  was  a  fight  up  there? 

A.  Why.  there  seems  to  have  been. 

Q.  In  which  the  United  Stales  senator  took  a  part  and  the 
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governor  of  the  state  took  a  part,  as  I  understand  it. 

A.  You  are  talking  aboul  the  election.  I  am  talking  aboul 
the  primary  campaign. 

Q.  No,  bu1  you  were  mentioning  the  influence  of  this  particu- 
lar paper. 

A.  In  the  primary. 

<t>.  I  am  speaking  of  the  primary  entirely.  Now,  I  am  going 
to  ask  this  for  the  information  entirely  of  the  committee,  and  I 
hope  thai  yon  will  look  at  it  in  the  same  way.  This  is  along 
the  line  of  expert  testimony.  Have  you  ever  been  interested  in 
other  campaigns,  Senator,  besides  our  lasl  senatorial  primary 
campaign  .' 

A.   I  am  always  interested  in  a  campaign. 

<v>.  Congressional,  and  state  and  local,  haven'1  you.' 

A.  Yes,  indeed. 

<L>.  You  were  a  candidate  for  congress    weren'1  you? 

A.  Yes,  I  was  a  candidate  for  congress. 

Q.  And  you  know  something  aboul  the  way  campaigns  are 
conducted  .' 

A.  Well,  I  tumbled  to  how  they  were  conducted  after  the 
campaign  was  over. 

Q.  The  congressional  .' 

A.  I  think  we  demonstrated  quite  clearly  to  Joseph  Weeks 
Babcock  about  how  it  shouldn't  be  conducted. 

Q.  1  wasn't  asking,  of  course,  for  the  result  of  those  cam- 
paigns, because  there  have  been  a  good  many  contests  up  there. 

A.   I   thought   1   would  give  you  some   personal   knowledge. 

Q.   That   will   he   relished. 

A.  A  condiment. 

Q.  Now,  Senator,  for  the  information  of  this  committee,  do 
you  think  that  in  tins  investigation  we  ought  to  attach  impor- 
tance and  significance,  bearing  upon  the  question  of  corrupt  and 
unlawful  conduct,  as  to  how  much  or  how  little  these  various 
candidates  pursued  their  campaigns  in  the  newspapers'  Do 
you  think  that  we  should  consider,  in  other  words,  this  expen- 
diture of  the  excess  of  $106,000  here,  in  view  of  tin1  fact  that 
it  was  spent  in  the  newspapers  owned  by  the  candidate.1  Now, 
what  do  you  think  about  that? 

A.  You  mean  in  exeess  of  $1 06.000.' 

Q.  Yes. 
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A.  I  think  where  a  newspaper  is  owned  by  a  candidate  for 
the  United  States  senatorship,  he  is  seeking-  the  election,  that 
it  is  a  proper  consideration  for  this  committee,  because  he  can 
use  that  paper  to  the  detriment — or  rather  to  his  own  benefil  in 
defeating  candidates  for  the  stale  Legislature  and  thereby  in- 
directly encompass  his  election  in  the  legislature  regardless  of 
the  primary  or  anything'  else. 

Q.  Well,  that  would  depend  upon  whal  was  in  the  paper, 
woiihln  "t    it   largely  '. 

A.  Very  largely. 

(^.  And  that  would  depend  upon  the  man's  personal  interest 
in  that,  wouldn  't   it  .' 

A.  Well,   1   don't  quite  understand   that   question. 

Q.  Well,  it  would  depend  upon  whether  he  actively  took  a 
part  in  that  thing  '. 

A.  The  candidates  for  United  States  senate.' 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  think  not.  I  think  it  is  the  business  of  a  candidate 
for  the  United  States  senate  to  know  how  and  to  whom  his 
money  was  paid. 

Q.  That  is  true.  Now.  then,  this  is  a  charge  here.  Senator, 
of  corrupt  and  unlawful  conduct.  Now.  you  know  the  way 
these  newspapers  are  conducted:  the  Free  Press.  Sentinel. 
Journal  and  all  the  rest  of  them,  and  supposing  that  any  candi- 
date is  the  owner  of  a  paper,  do  yon  think  that  this  committee 
ought  to  investigate  just  how  much  money  was  spent  by  this 
Free  Press  in  this  campaign  .' 

A.  If  that  newspaper  took  a  part  in  bringing  about  the  de- 
feat or  election  of  any  candidate  for  the  legislature,  it  is  cer- 
tainly material,  and  it  is  certainly  unlawful  and  affects  the 
election  of  United  States  senator.  If  that  were  not  true,  all  a 
candidate  for  the  United  States  senate  would  have  to  do  would 
be  buy  enough  papers,  publish  them,  move  over  to  Trempealeau, 
and  let  them  conduct  a  campaign  against  certain  members  of 
the  legislature  and  thereby  bring  about  the  election.  So  I 
know  nothing  about  it  any  more  than   if  I  were  in  Africa. 

Q.  That  would  depend  upon  the  kind  of  people  there  was  in 
Wisconsin  and  the  confidence  they  have  in  the  paper,  wouldn't 
it? 

A.  Well,  what  would  depend  upon  that  .' 

<^.  Whether  he   could    accomplish   anything   of   that   kind,   it 
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would  depend  iipcD  the  confidence  thai  the  people  had  in  the 
newspaper .' 

A.  Nil  i  wouldn't  say  that.  I  wouldn't  say  thai  thai  has 
any  relation  to  the  people,     li   is  the  action  of  the  candidate. 

Q.  Well,  you  don't  pretend  to  have  any  personal  knowledge, 
do  you.  Senator,  as  to  whether  or  no1  this  particular  newspaper 

was  used   in   thai    pari  ieular  way  .' 

A.  Why,  I  believe  thai  if  you  will  read  the  files  of  the  Free 
Press  prior  to  the  primary  election,  you  will  find  some  things 

Q.   I    understand,   bu1    we   are   speaking   now   of   this   paper 
going   into  a    particular  assembly   distrid    and   controlling    the 
election  of  an  assemblyman   at  the  primaries.     You  don  i    pre 
tend  to  say  or  testify   here  that    personally  you   can   say   thai 
that  was  done  in  any  particular  instance? 

A.  Well,  as  I  said  before,  1  wasn't  in  Trempealeatl  county. 
I  don't  know  to  what  extent  the  Five  Press  was  circulated 
there. 

Q.   ( >r   any    other   place  .' 

A.  I  wasn't  in  any  district  during  the  primary  campaign 
excepting  my  own. 

Q.  Well,  the  Free  Tress  advocated  Stephenson's  candidacy. 
didn't  it — no  doubt  of  that  .' 

A.  Xo  doubt  of  that. 

Q.  Do  you   regard  thai    as  an   improper  use  of  the  paper,  of 

Itself? 

A.  Just  the  advocacy  of  the  candidate,  without  reference  to 
the  defeat  or  election  of  any  member  of  the  legislature? 

Q.    Yes. 

A.  Why,   I   don't  know  as  it  would  he. 

0.  Now,  Senator,  in  the  expenditure  of  this  $106,000,  which 
seems  to  have  come  definitely  from  Mr.  Edmonds.  T  will  ask 
you  if  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  that  any  portion  of 
that  was  expended  corruptly  or  unlawfully? 

A.  Well,  that  would  go  into  some  of  the  other  charges.  For 
instance,  the  charge  number  7.  I  will  come  to  that. — if  you  will 
pass  that  other  just  for  the  present  time — you  will  confuse  these 
charges. 

A  rece>>  was  taken  until  two  p.  m. 
97 
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Madison,  February  23,  1909. 

2  (  >'Clock  P.  M. 
Hearing  resumed. 
All  members  oi  the  committee  proem. 

Examination  of  Senator  J.  J.  Blaine  resumed  : 
By  Mr.  [ngalls: 

O.  Senator,  von  understood  that  Mr.  Edmonds,  the  person 
mentioned  in  the  first  charge,  at  the  primaries  was  Mr.  Stephen- 
son's campaign  manager,  did  you  not? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  knowing  that  fact  1  assume  is  why  you  sought  informa- 
tion from  him  as  to  what  he  had  spent  ? 

A.  Of  course.  I  did  not  analyze  what  caused  him  to  do,  but  1 
supposed  that—  Yes,  that  would  he  true,  necessarily  so. 

Q.  Did  yon  understand  that  that  money  was  for  campaign  pur- 
p<  ises? 

A.  For  Mr.  Stephenson?     Yes. 

Q.  Now  I  asked  yon  about  that  Sic/.. 00c  as  to  whether  or  not 
you  knew  anything  further  about  the  expenditure  of  it  than  what 
you  had  stated:  and  you  referred  to  one  of  the  other  charge-. 
Which  other  one  did  you  refer  to? 

A.  (  )f  course,  that  $106,000  1  have  no  personal  knowledge  of, 
where  that  was  spent,  you  understand:  and  Mr.  Stephenson's  ex- 
pense account,  as  sworn  to,  does  not  reveal  that  fact.  I  can  011I3 
state  in  reference  to  the  expenditure  of  money  ;  whether  it  was  1  mt 
of  the  one  hundred  and  six  thousand  or  not,  1  don't  know.  But, 
for  instance,  in  Number  Seven,  I  have  some  knowledge  of  how 
the  money  was  spent.  It  might  not  have  keen  out  of  that  one  hun- 
dred and  six  thousand,  you  understand;  it  might  have  been  other 
money. 

O.  But  you  had  that  in  mind  when  1  asked  yon  the  question, 
that  charge ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  one  of  them.  Probably  they  all  might  be  re- 
ferred to. 

Q-  Now,  to  get  at  the  fact :  In  stating  that  the  payment  of  this 
money  to  Mr.  Edmonds,  of  a  hundred  and  six  thousand,  and  ap- 
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proximating  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand,  which  you  have  ex- 
plained already,  the  additional  amount,  you  have  stated  in  that 
charge  that  that  was  done  by  Stephenson  for  the  purpose  of  vio- 
lating section  4542b  of  the  statutes.     Xbw,  have  you  anythi 
say  further  about  thai  ? 

A.  Onl)  as  I  ^liall  explain  in  reference  to  the  other  charges 
that  1  make.      I  presume  they  had  bettei  be  taken  up  in  that  way. 

(  ).  <  >r  did  you  intend  that  to  be  a  general  allegation,  based  upon 
genera]  information,  and  intending  to  support  it.  or  thai  it  would 
lu  supported  by  facts?  Was  thai  your  idea?  1  want  to  get  at 
your  idea  in  making  that  charge. 

A.  As  I  explained  this  morning,  in  reference  to  what  might  be 
the  attitude  towards  this  investigation  by  the  legislature,  as  to  spe- 
cific charges,  1  wanted  to  make  them  such  that  any  explanation  of 
that  one  hundred  and  six  thousand,  or  any  other  moneys,  could  be 
made,  without  a  technical  objection,  you  understand  ;  so  that  might 
be  considered  in  that  ;  taking  that  view  of  it. 

(J.  Well,  you  wouldn't  want  to  say  now,  upon  the  information 
that  you  have  given  us,  and  the  information  that  you  have  per- 
sonally, thai  the  giving  of  this  money  to  Edmonds  by  Stephenson 
was  in  violation  of  .section  4542b,  would  you? 

A.    1  think  it  is  ;  or  was. 

Q.  Then  you  still  think  that  the  giving  of  this  money  by  Steph- 
enson to  Edmonds  was  in  violation  of  law? 

A.   That  is  my  understanding  of  the  law. 

Q.  Xo\v,  do  you  assume  in  thai  answer  that  Mr.  Edmonds  ma] 
have  used  it.  or  anyone  may  have  used  it.  for  legitimate  campaign 
purposes  ? 

A.  He  could  have  used  some  of  it  for  legitimate  campaign  pur- 
poses, probably. 

Q-  Well,  do  you  assume  that  he  used  any  of  it  for  illegitimate 
campaign  purposes  ? 

A.   1  do. 

(  ).    And  how  much  of  it? 

A.  Well,  now.  Mr.  Stephenson  does  not  reveal  that  fact  in  his 
sworn  statement,  and  certainly  T  cannot. 

O.    1  ask  you  if  you  know  how  much  of  it? 

A.  That  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  know. 

Q.  Are  you  able.to  state  any  amount,  in  dollars,  that  you  know 
that  Edmonds  used  illegitimately,  of  that  amount? 

A.    In  the  subsequent  charges  T  will  explain  part  of  that. 
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O-  But,  now,  in  which  subsequent  charge  will  you  be  able  tc 

explain  part  of  it?      I   want  to  get  through  with  one  charge  ai 
time. 

A.  Well,  if  I  had  the  information  here,  the  written  documents, 
or  documentary  evidence  in  relation  to  Number  Four,  I  might  ex- 
plain part  of  it. 

Q.  Well,  are  yon  able  to  approximate? 

A.   (  )h,  no;  1  don't  undertake  to  approximate:  I  can't  do  it. 
O-    But  you  are  willing  to  say  that  yon  claim  that  the  illegality 
of  giving  this  money  to  Edmonds  by  Stephenson  was  based  upon 
the  fact  that  some  of  it  was  illegally  used  by  Edmonds? 
A.  That  sustains  the  general  charge. 

O-  Now,  do  von  know  whether  or  not  Stephenson  was  aware  oi 
this  illegal  use? 

A.  As  I  said  this  morning,  1  have  not  met  Mr.  Stephenson,  and 
haven't  talked  with  him,  so  I  would  have  no  means  of  knowing. 

O.  Otherwise,  from  any  other  source,  do  you  know  whether 
Stephenson  either  knew  of  or  sanctioned  or  ratified  the  illegal  use 
of  any  part  of  this  money  which  he  gave  to  Edmonds? 

A.    His  sworn  statement  shows  how  much  he  gave  to  Edmonds. 
(Question  read. ) 

A.  You  want  to  know  my  personal  knowledge  of  Mr.  Stephen- 
son's knowledge? 
Q.  Yes. 

A.  Well.  I  don't  know;  because  I  couldn't  tell  unless  I  talked 
with  Mr.  Stephenson,  or  saw  his  books.  That  would  he  impos- 
sible for  me  to  do  that. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you.  Senator,  whether  on  your  inquiry  from 
Edmonds  there  was  any  hesitancy  upon  his  part  about  giving 
you  these  figures? 

A.   No.     No.  I  wouldn't  say  there  was;  no.  not  at  all. 
Q.  And,  I  take  it,  you  did  not  assume,  from  the  figures  alone, 
that  the  money  was  used  corruptly,  did  you? 

A.  Now.  you  are  asking  an  expert  opinion  upon  how— 
Q.   (interrupting)     No,   a   fact  in   your   own   mind. 
A.  Whether  I  assumed  it  or  not? 
Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  would  assume,  under  the  same  circumstances,  a  man 
spending  $106,000.  that  it  would  be  spent  corruptly— some  of 
it,  at  least. 

Q.  Akid  did  you  so  assume? 
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A.  At   \\li;it  time?     At   the  time  I   filed  these  charges? 

Q.  Oh,  a1  the  time  he  told  you  .' 

A.  I  don't  think  I  took  the  matter  under  consideration  my- 
self, in  assume  al  thai  time  just  whether  it  was  corruptly  or 
incorruptly  used.  I  don't  believe  thai  1  did.  because  1  did 
not  search  the  statutes  in  reference  to  crimes  againsl  bribery 
at  that  time;  and  it  was  some  time  after;  so  I  would  have  to 
Iraw  an  inference  from  that  state  of  facts  thai  1  did  uo1  as- 
sume that  at  the  time. 

0.  Well,  the  mere  tact  that  Stephenson  turned  over  to  his  man- 
ager  $106,000  for  campaign  purposes,  -do  yon  draw  any  cor- 
rupt  or  unlawful  inference   from   that    fad    alone.' 

A.  Yes.  1  do.  I  draw  the  same  conclusion  as  Senator  Ed- 
monds did  in  the  famous  William  II.  ('lark  case;  and  upon  the 
same  hasis. 

<v>.    Is  that    what   you   base   it   on  .' 

A.  I  say.  i  draw  my  conclusion  for  the  same  reason  that  Sen- 
itor  Edmonds  did,  in  the  Clark  case. 

Q.  You  would  still  adhere  to  that  conclusion,  if  it  should 
develop — of  course  we  know  nothing  about  that — that  this 
money  was  spent  in  legitimate  campaign  purposes?  You  would 
still  have  the  same  opinion  ? 

A.  If  it  was  spent  legitimately,  and  the  evidence  showed 
that.  I   would   he   a    fool   if    I    assumed   that. 

<t>.  Well,  do  yon  know  of  your  own  knowledge  that  any 
portion  of  that  was  spent  illegitimately? 

A.  Of  my  own   personal  knowledge? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  consider  that  it  is  personal  knowledge.  Now,  you  may 
nt it  consider  that  it  is.  We  will  come  to  that  after  awhile,  I 
consider  it  personal  knowledge;  not  from  Stephenson,  but  suf- 
ficiently close  to  Stephenson,  so  that  it  would  he  a  personal 
knowledge. 

(v).   Then    your    answer    is:      Yes.    that    you    do.' 

A.  With  that   explanation. 

Q.  And  that   is  involved  in  some  of  the  subsequent   charges? 

A.  That  is  involved  in  seme  of  the  subsequent  charges. 

(  ).  Aside  from  that,  have  you  any  personal  knowledge  on  the 
subject  ? 

A.  I  think  not  :  excepting Well,  thai  is  as  to  the  unlawful 

use.     I  withdraw  that.     I  have  answered  the  question. 
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Q.  Now,  the  second  charge  is  that  "Isaac  Stephenson  did,  prior 
to  said  primary,  pay  to  said  Edmonds  the  above  mentioned  sums 
with  the  design  thai  said  Edmonds  should  pay  to  other  electors 
oi  this  >tatc  out  of  said  sums  above  mentioned  and  other  sums  oi 
money  received  1>\  aid  Edmonds  from  said  Isaac  Stephenson, 
prior  to  said  primal")-,  sums  ranging  from  $5  per  day  to  Si. 000  in 
bulk,  as  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  be  done  in  relation  to  said 
primary  by  said  electors  for  said  Isaac  Stephenson  as  such  candi- 
date in  violation  <>\  said  section." 

Now  have  you  any  knowledge  that  Stephenson  contrived  with 
Edmonds  in  that  way  ? 

A.  Personal  knowledge  from  Mr.  Stephenson? 

Q.    Yes. 

A.   No,  sir,  1  have  not. 

Q.  Or  Edmonds? 

A.  No,  1  have  not. 

O-  ^  'r  anybody  else  ? 

A.  Well,  that  would  have  to  he  answered  as  1  have  answered 
some  of  the  former  questions,  that  some  of  the  subsequent  charges 
might  throw  some  light  on  that.  You  might  not  consider  it  per- 
sonal knowledge.  1  don't  know  as  it  would  he  absolutely  personal 
knowledge. 

Q.  Now,  that  charge  would  necessarily  involve  b  >th  Edmonds 
and  Stephenson? 

A.  Necessarily  involve  both  Edmonds  and  Stephenson.  You 
see  the  first  three  charges  are  very  similar.  That  is,  the  founda- 
tion is  first  laid  of  the  one  hundred  and  six  thousand,  and  so  oil  : 
and  then  the  knowledge  to  Stephenson  by  the  payments  to  others 
and  so  on  ;  and  then  the  payment  by  Edmonds. 

O.  Do  you  know  of  Edmonds  paying  an}-  money  to  anybody 
for  the  purpose  of  corrupting  them  and  violating  the  law? 

A.  I  think  I  do. 

Q.  Personally  ? 

A.  I  consider  it  personal  knowledge.  I  don't  consider  it  knowl- 
edge coming  from  Mr.  Edmonds,  however. 

O-  And  that  is  involved  in  some  of  subsequent  charges? 

A.  That  is  involved  in  some  of  the  subsequent  charges. 

Q.  But  aside  from  what  may  be  involved  in  some  of  the  subse- 
quent charges  you  can  give  us  no  information  on  the  second 
charge  ? 

A.  Other  than  what  1  have  been  stating.      \s  T  saw  they  are 
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very  similar,  [f  you  will  analyze  those  three  charges  in  the  light 
of  my  testimony  in  reference  to  the  scope  of  this  investigation,  as 
we  first  conceived  it.  then  of  course  it  will  appear  to  you  why  the) 
were  made  in  that  form,  rather  than  in.the  form  of  an  indictment 
or  information;  eo  that  the  scope  of  the  investigation  would  not 
be  limited  upon  technical  grounds. 

<  ).  And  do  I  understand  you  that  aside  from  what  may  be  in- 
volved in  the  subsequent  charges  that  you  would  have  no  in  forma; 
tion  to  give  us  in  support  of  this  second  charge? 

A.  I  think  not.  unless  it  is  some  information  thai  has  conn-  to 
me  since  the  filing  of  these  charges. 

(  ).  Well,  it'  there  i-  anything  that  you  have,  nol  involved  in  the 
subsequent  charges,  that  will  tend  to  support  Charge  2  I  wish  you 
w<  mid  give  it  t<  1  ns,  Senati  »r  ? 

\.  Well,  I  haven't  any  that  is  subsequent,  that  is,  information 
received  since  the  resolution  was  introduced,  with  me.  or  here  in 
the  city  of  Madison.  1  haven't  that  information.  It  is  princi- 
pally documentary. 

(  ).  Have  you  any  documentary  evidence  with  reference  to 
I  Charge  2? 

A.  Yes,  as  I  have  explained  in  referer.ee  to  the  first  three 
charges;  in  the  form  of  later-,  you  understand.  1  don't  know  as 
you  would  call  that  "documentary  evidence.-'  Information  that 
has  come  to  me. 

O-   And  is  that  true  with  reference  to  Charge  3  ? 

A.  I  would  say  the  same  about  Charge  3  as  1  have  generally  ex- 
plained about  the  three  charges. 

(  ).  Well,  now,  with  reference  to  Charge  4,  which  reads  a-  fol- 
lows : 

"That  in  pursuance  of  the  purposes  and  design  above  stated, 
-aid  Isaac  Stephenson  did.  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  said 
primary,  pay  to  one  I'.  C.  Keller,  of  Sauk  count}',  an  (.lector  of 
this  state,  the  sum  of  three  hundred  dollars  as  a  consideration  for 
some  act  to  he  done  by  said  Keller  for  said  Stephenson  preliminarj 
to  said  primary,  corruptly  and  unlawfully." 

A.  I  will  take  Charge  4,  Charge  5  and  (\  and  state  to  the  com- 
mittee that  the  information  that  I  have  in  reference  to  that  a  mes 
through  no  knowledge  of  my  own  excepting  as  c<  nveyed  to  me  by 
parties,  letters,  written  statements  and  so  on,  and  those  are  not  in 
the  city  of  Madison;  and  they  are  matters  upon  which  I  cannot 
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testify,  until   I   have  the  matter  before  me  with  an  accuracy  or 
definiteness. 

Q.  Where  is  this  information? 

A.    It  is  under  lock  and  key. 

(  ).   Well,  von  are  willing  to  produce  it,  I  sup]  ose  ? 

A.  (  )h,  yes,  I  will  produce  it  as  si  on  as  I  have  the  opportunity. 

O.  How  long  would  it  take  to  get  it J. 

A.  Probably  a  day. 

(  ).   Who  is  "Keller"? 

A.    I  don't  know  him. 

O-  You  state  that  he  was  paid  $300  by  Stephenson  and  his 
agents  for  corrupt  primary  work.  Now.  do  you  know  am  thing 
about  that  charge,  of  your  own  knowledge? 

A.  As  I  stated  in  reference  to  those  tour  charges,  I  can  say 
nothing  of  my  own  knowledge  excepting  as  it  was  conveyed  to  me 
by  letters  or  statements  in  writing. 

Q.  Well,  now.  where  can  we  get  that  information? 

A.  Well,  T  just  told  you  that  I  would  furnish  that  to  the  com- 
mittee, in  clue  time. 

O.  When  can  you  do  it? 

A.  Why,  T  think  any  time  that  is  convenient. 

O-  Do  you  know  who  it  is  ? 

A.  Who  what  is? 

Q.  That  knows  about  it  ? 

A.  I  won't  state  in  reference  to  any  of  those  charges  with  any 
definiteness.  because  what  T  might  state  here  today  from  memory 
would  not  be  in  accordance  with  their,  written  statements. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  names  of  residences  of  anybody  that  we 
can  subpoena  that  do  know  about  it  1 

A.  T  couldn't  state  with  any  definiteness.  to  give  you  the  infor- 
mation that  I  can  from  what  T  have.  I  can  give  you  that  informa- 
tion, and  then  you  will  know  exactly  who  to  subpoena.  <  Other- 
wise it  will  be  groping  around  pretty  much  in  the  dark. 

O.  Can  you  have  them  here  tomorrow  morning,  the  informa- 
tion ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot.  It  cannot  be  procured  by  tomorrow  morning. 
Tt  necessitates  a  trip  by  myself  out  of  the  city. 

Mr.  Bray:     Where  would  you  have  to  go,  Senat  it? 
A.  Well,  the  committee  probably  will  excuse  me  from  stating 
that.     I  put  these  matters  under  lock  and    key,    for    reason    that 
occurred  to  me  to  be  proper.     T  know  that  desks  have  been  plun- 
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dered,  and  other  circumstances,  which  convinced  me  thai  the  thing 
to  do  with  those  matters  that  came  to  me  by  written  statements, 
was  t<  i  put  them  under  l<  ck  and  key,  u  here  they  c< >uld  n<  it  be  spied 
up<  m. 

Mr.   Bray:     Q.  Are  we  to  take  this  statemenl   as  a   reflection 
on  i his  committee  in  any  way  .' 

A.  Not   at   all :   no,  no. 

Mi".  Engalls:     Then  you  are  not   prepared  to  give  us  any  in- 
formal ion  on  ( lharge  4  at   .-ill  .' 

A.  4.  5  and  ii  I   class  the  same  way;  and  also  Charge     you 
mighl  as  well  gel  them  all  together  now — 

Mr.    Hambrecht:     (interrupting      May    I    interrupt  yon 
introduce  this  as  an  exhibil  .' 

Printed   copy   of    Blaine  charges  marked  "Exhibit   46,   C.    II. 
Welch-,  Stenographer,  '  being"  as  follows,  to-wit: 


EXHIBIT  4(1. 

To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Wiscon- 
sin : 

I.  John  J.  Blaine,  an  elector  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  and  a 
member  of  the  state  senate,  upon  information  and  belief,  hereby 
specifically  charge  and  allege. 

1.  That  Isaac  Stephenson  of  Marinette.  Wisconsin,  now  United 
State-  Senator  and  a  candidate  for  re-election,  did  as  such  candi- 
date for  re-election,  give  to  one,  E.  A.  Edmonds,  of  the  city  of 
Applet  hi,  Wiso  msin,  then  an  elector  of  the  state  of  Wiso  msin  and 
said  city  of  Appleton,  a  valuable  thing,  tcwit:  a  sum  of  mi  ney  in 
excess  of  $106,000.00,  and  approximating  the  sum  of  S  250.000.00. 
as  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  be  done  by  said  E.  A.  Edmonds 
in  relation  to  the  primary  election  held  on  the  1st  day  of  Septem- 
ber. 1508,  which  consideration  wa-  paid  prior  to  said  primary  elec- 
tion, and  that  said  Isaac  Stephenson  was  at  the  time  of  such  1  ay- 
ment  a  candidate  for  the  republican  nomination  for  United  States 
senatoi  at  such  primary,  and  did  by  such  acts  as  above  set  I or  h 
violate  section  4542b  of  the  statutes. 

2.  That  said  Isaac  Stephenson  did,  prior  to  said  primary  pay  to 
said  Edmonds  the  above  mentioned  sums  with  the  design  that  said 
Edmonds  should  pay  to  other  elector-,  of  this  state  out  of  said 

OQ 
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sums  above  mentioned  and  other  sums  of  money  received  by  said 
Edmonds  from  said  Isaac  Stephenson,  prior  to  said  primary,  sums 

ranging  from  five  dollars  to  $1,000.00,  in  bulk,  as  a  consideration 
for  some  act  to  be  done  in  relation  to  said  primary  by  said  electors 
for  said  Isaac  Stephenson  as  such  candidate  in  violation  of  aid 
section. 

3.  That  with  full  knowledge  and  instructions  from  said  I-aac 
Stephenson,  as  to  how  and  for  what  purpose  -aid  sums  were  to  lie 
expended,  said  sums  were  so  paid  as  above  stated  to  said  Edmonds 
hv  said  Isaac  Stephenson  and  that  said  sums  were  paid  as  above 
stated  for  the  purposes  above  stated  and  also  for  the  purpose  of 
bribing  and  corrupting  a  sufficient  number  of  the  electors  of  the 
state  of  Wisconsin  to  encompass  the  nomination  of  said  Isaac 
Stephenson  at  said  primary  for  the  office  of  United  States  senator. 

4.  That  in  pursuance  of  the  purposes  and  design  above  stated, 
-aid  Isaac  Stephenson  did,  by  and  through  bis  agents,  prior  to  said 
primary,  pay  to  one  U.  C.  Keller,  of  Sauk  county,  an  elector  of 
this  state,  the  sum  of  three  hundred  dollars  as  a  consideration  for 
some  act  to  be  done  by  said  Keller  for  said  Stephenson  preliminary 
to  said  primary,  corruptly  and  unlawfully. 

5.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  such  purposes  and  design,  -aid 
Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  said  pri- 
mary, paid  to  one  Hambright,  of  Racine,  Wisconsin,  large  sum- 
of  money  as  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  be  done  In  said  Ham- 
bright  for  said  Stephenson  preliminary  to  said  primary,  said  Ham- 
bright  being  then  an  elector  of  this  state,  corruptly  and  unlawfully. 

6.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  the  purposes  and  d-sign  above 
stated,  said  Isaac  Stephenson,  did,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior 
lo  -aid  primary,  pay  to  one.  Roy  Morse,  of  bond  du  Lac,  \\  -.. 
then  an  elector  of  this  state,  the  sum  of  one  thousand  dollars  a-  a. 
consideration  for  some  act  to  be  done  by  said  Morse  for  said  Isaac 
Stephenson  preliminary  .to  said  primary,  corruptly  and  unlawfully. 

7.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  such  purposes  and  design,  said 
Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  said  primary, 
paid  to  divers  persons,  then  electors  of  the  count}-  of  ( '.rant.  W  is- 
consin,  ranging  from  five  dollars  per  day  and  upwards,  as  a  con- 
sideration for  some  act  to  be  done  by  said  several  elect)  rs  for  said 
Isaac  Stephenson,  preliminary  to  said  primary,  c  trrup  Iy  and  un- 
lawfully. 
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8.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  such  purposes  and  design,  said 
Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  o>  said  pri- 
mary, paid  to  divers  persons  who  were  at  such  times  electors  in 
ihi>  stale  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  be  d  me  for  <i\<\  Isaac 
Stephenson,  by  such  electors  preliminary  to  such  primary,  cor- 
ruptly and  unlaw  fully. 

!).  Thai  in  further  pursuance  of  such  purposes  and  designs 
said  Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  said 
primary,  did  pay  to  electors  of  this  state,  who  were  of  ;i  differ- 
ed political  opinion  and  who  held  to  other  political  principles 
than  thai  of  the  republican  party,  more  particularly  democrats, 
sums  of  money  as  a  consideration  for  sonic  ad  to  he  done  by 
such  electors  for  said  [saac  Stephenson  preliminary  to  said  pri- 
mary, corruptly  and   unlaw  fully. 

K>.  Thai  in  further  pursuance  of  such  purposes  and  design 
said  [saac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  such 
primary,  did  offer  to  pay  to  Edward  Pollock  of  Lancaster, 
Wis.,  certain  sums  of  money,  as  editor  of  the  'Teller,'  a  news- 
paper published  in  said  city  of  Lancaster,  AVis..  and  to  othei 
editors  of  newspapers  who  were  at  such  times  electors  id'  this 
state,  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  the  editorial  support  of 
such  editors,  and  as  a  consideration  id'  something  to  he  done  re- 
lating to  such  primary,  corruptly  and  unlawfully. 

11.  That  said  Isaac  Stephenson  did.  prior  to  such  primary, 
by  ami  through  his  agents  promise  and  agree  to  pay  to  one 
Lester  Tilton.  a  then  resident  and  elector  of  this  state,  and  resid- 
ing at  the  city  of  Xeillsville.  AVis..  a  sum  in  excess  of  $500.00 
to  procure  or  aid  in  procuring  the  nomination  of  said  Lester 
Tilton  to  the  assembly  of  this  state  from  Clark  county,  and  did 
offer  to  give  to  said  Lester  Tilton  a  sum  in  excess  of  $500.00  if 
said  Lester  Tilton  would  become  a  candidate  for  the  assembly 
from  said  Clark  county  if  said  Lester  Tilton  would  support  said 
Uaac  Stephenson  for  the  office  of  United  States  senator,  all  of 
which  is  in  violation  of  sections  do-Lm  and '4543b  id'  the  statutes. 

12.  That  said  Isaac  Stephenson  did  by  and  through  nil 
agents,  give  and  promise  and  pay  or  agree  to  pay  to  other  elec- 
tors of  this  state  sums  of  money  to  procure  or  aid  in  procuring 
the  nomination  of  such  electors  to  the  senate  and  assembly  of 
this  state  other  than  those  electors  residing  in  the  district  where 
said  Isaac  Stephenson  resides. 
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13.  Thai  E.  M.  Heyser  and  Max  Sells,  prior  to  said  primary, 
being  at  such  time  employees  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern 
Railway  company,  a  corporation  doing  business  in  this  state, 
did  contribute  and  agree  to  contribute  free  services  as  such  em- 
ployees  for  the  purpose  to  defeal  the  candidacy  of  former  as- 
semblyman,  E.  F.  Nelson,  from  the  district  embracing  Florence, 
Forest  and  Langlade  counties.  For  the  Domination  for  assembly- 
man from  said  dist  rid.  all  of  which  was  done  with  the  knowl- 
edge and  consent  and  under  the  direction  of  said  Isaac  Stephen- 
son, his  agents  and  employees  contrary  to  chapter  492.  laws  of 
1905. 

14.  That  in  further  pursuance  of  the  purposes  and  design 
above  set  forth  said  Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his 
agenls.  did.  in  addition  to.  paying  certain  sums  as  above  se1 
forth,  offer  and  agree  to  pay  to  electors  of  this  stale  prior  to 
said  primary  a  premium  or  bonus  to  those  who  in  his  employ 
carried  their  respective  precincts  in  such  primary  for  said  Isaac 
Stephenson  as  such  candidate. 

15.  That  said  Isaac  Stephenson,  if  claiming  an  election  by 
virtue  of  receiving  a  plurality  of  votes  at  such  primary,  then 
said  Isaac  Stephenson  has  violated  chapter  502  of  the  laws  of 
19(lo.  by  failing-  and  neglecting  to  file  his  expense  account  as 
provided  by  said  chapter. 

16.  Charging  generally,  the  primary  nomination  or  election  of 
said  Isaac  Stephenson  was  obtained  by  the  use  of  large  sums  of 
money  corruptly  and  illegally,  by  the  violation  of  sections  4542b, 
4543b  and  4478  of  the  statutes  relating  to  illegal  voting,  bribery 
and  corruption  and  other  laws  above  set  forth  relating  to  elec- 
tions and  primary  elections. 

.     Dated  January  26.  1009. 

Respectfully   submitted, 

JOHN  J.  BLAINE, 

State  Senator. 
16th   District." 

A.    (continued)      Charge  No.  13  and   14.     They  all  belong  in 
the  same  category.     I  think  there  is  1.  2.  3,  4  and  ">. 
Q.  How  about  Charge  0 9 
A.  Well.  T  say  that  is  the  same. 
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Q.  Now,  in  reference  to  Charge  7.  you  have  sonic  personal 
knowledge,  have  \  on  .' 

A.   I  have  some  whal   I  consider  personal  knowledge,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  now,' do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  anything 
aboul  the  payments  of  money  to  electors  in  Granl  couaty? 

A.  Well,  you  will  permil  me  to  tell  whal  I  do  know,  and  then 
you  will  bave  all    I   know  aboul    it. 

Q.   All    eight.     Thai    is  your  own   county,   isn'1    it? 

A.  Thai  is  my  own  county,  yes,  sir.  A  Mr.  Stevens,  I  think 
his  initials  are  I>.  II..  known  familiarly  to  me  as  "Wt 
Stevens  I  think  he  is  cashier  of  the  Pirsl  National  Bai 
Lancaster  -I  know-  he  resides  their  and  is  an  officer  of  the 
hank,  was  in  the  city  of  Boscobel,  campaigning  in  an  auto- 
mobile.  I  am  not  certain  whether  it  was  prior  or  subsequent 
to  the  lsl  of  August.  I  looked  ;ii  the  hotel  register  to  ascertain 
if  he  registered,  and  could  not  find  that  he  had  registered;  sol 
eannot  five  the  exact  date.  He  told  me  that  he  had  been  in  to 
:  ji  ■-  city  of  .Milwaukee 

Air.    Hyzer:      (interrupting)      Now.   pardon   me.     .Air.   Chair- 

iiian.   that    brings  up   the   direct    questi if  hearsay   testimony; 

and  T  submit  it  for  the  decision  of  the  committee  as  to  whether 
they   will    proceed   in  that  manner  in  this  investigation. 

Mr.  Ingalls: 

<x>.  I  understood  you.  in  the  outset.  Senator  Blaine,  that  you 
were  aboul  to  testify  to  something  that  came  within  your  own 
personal  knowledge. 

A.  As  I  consider  it.  personal  knowledge. 

<t>.   What  do  you  mean  by  "consider?" 

A.  Well,  if  a  man  is  out  campaigning  for  another  parly,  and 
is  using  money  and  his  time  soliciting  votes,  making  propositions 
to  buy  people.  I  consider  that  is  personal  knowledge  that  there 
was  a  party  campaigning  for  Mr.  Stephenson.  Now.  coming  to 
the  point,  if  you  had  examined  Mr.  Edmonds  prior  to  examining 
myself  this  would  not  he  hearsay  testimony,  in  the  view  that  i 
take  of  it.  Now,  if  you  want  me  to  divulge  what  I  know  T  have 
trot  to  tell  these  things,  and  you  can  hack  it  up  by  positive  testi- 
mony probably:  eall  it  hearsay,  or  what  you  want  to  call  it. 

Q.  Now.  if  you  know  that  this  man.  this  hanker  that  you 
speak  of. — if  yon  personally  knoAv  that  he  was  hnving  anv  votes 
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for  Stephenson,  and  you  also  personally  know  thai  Stephenson 
or  Edmonds,  or  any  of  his  agents,  knew  it.  now.  [  would  like 
to  have  you  tell  us. 

A.  You  will  have  to  k-t  me  tell  my  story,  and  then  it  will  all 
conic  out   in  the  wash.      Do  you  want  me  to  do  thai  .' 

(Question   repeated  as  follows: 

"Q.  Now.  if  you  know  that  this  man.  this  banker  that  you 
speak  of. — if  you  personally  know  that  he  was  buying  any 
votes  for  Stephenson,  and  you  also  personally  know  that 
Stephenson  or  Edmonds,  or  any  of  his  agents,  knew  it.  now. 
I  would  like  to  have  you  tell  us.") 

Q.   (continued)      Now.  what  is  your  answer  to  that  .' 

A.  I  will  have  to  answer  it  just  the  way  1  answered  the  other, 
that  my  information  comes  from  Air.  Stevens.  If  that  is  per- 
sonal knowledge.  I  know;  if  it  is  not  personal  knowledge.  1  don't 
know. 

Q.   Well,  what  did  Stevens  say  to  you? 

Mr.  Hyzer :  To  that.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  object  on  the  ground 
that  it  is  hearsay  testimony.  It  becomes  necessary  now  fur  the 
committee  to  determine  whether  they  are  going  into  the  realm  of 
what  anybody  in  Wisconsin  says  about  anybody. 

The  Chairman  :  Gentlemen  of  the  committee,  what  will  you  do 
with  this  objection? 

Mr.  lira}-:     I  move  that  it  be  overruled. 

The  Chairman  :     Is  it  seconded  ? 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     I  second  the  motion. 

The  Chairman:  It  is  moved  and  seconded  that  the  motion  be 
overruled.  Those  who  favor  that  motion  will  manifest  it  by  say- 
ing ave ;  those  opposed,  no.  It  is  carried,  and  the  objection  is 
overruled. 

(  Last  question  read  as  follows: 

O.  "What  did  Stevens  say  to  you?") 

A.  Mr.  Stevens,  as  I  started  out  to  say.  came  to  the  city  of  Bos- 
eobel  in  his  automobile.  1  came  down  from  my  residence  after 
dinner,  the  usual  dinner,  probably  one  or  one-thirty,  and  he  was  in 
front  of  what  is  known  as  the  "Central  House"  of  the  city  of  Bos- 
cohel.  I  have  known  him  the  greater  part  of  my  life.  1  shook 
hands  with  him  and  asked  him  what  he  was  doing:  and  there  was 
some  parties  standing  around,  and  he  said  he  was  out  on  a  little 
trip,  and  he  wanted  to  see  me.  I  told  him  all  right,  1  would  be 
over  to  the  office,  which  was  just  opposite  on  the  other  side  of  the 
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street.  He  says  "Wait,  I  will  be  at  liberty  pretty  soon."  I  think 
tie  was  fixing  about  his  machine.  So  we  drifted  away,  and  we 
walked  hack  in  the  -hade  of  a  tree,  and  -at  down.  I  says  "Rem 
what  arc  you  doing  here  anyway?  What  ha-  called  you  over  in 
the  woods?"  Well,  he  -aid  he  was  in  politic-.  1  expressed  my 
surprise.  lie  was  a  young  fellow  and  never  had  taken  any  par- 
ticular activity  in  politics;  and  I  asked  him  in  who--  behalf,  lie 
said  in  Mr.  Stephenson's  behalf.  I  inquired  of  him  how  it  came 
about  that  he  was  over  there  Tor  Mr.  Stephenson  when  he  had  at 
all  time-  prior  to  that  affiliated  with  what  wa-  known  a-  the  "Pro- 
gressive" wing  of  the  party.  And  he  said,  well,  he  didn't  km  w 
aboul  that,  lie  wanted  to  know  of  me  what  1  thoughl  about  Mr. 
Stephenson,  and  1  told  him.  I  told  him  that  Senati  r  Stephenson 
was  an  old  man:  that  he  had  received  the  election  for  the  -li  irl 
term  under  a  promise,  as  I  understood  it.  that  he  world  ni  t  he  a 
candidate  again;  that  there  was  nothing  about  Mr.  Stephenson 
that  would  appeal  to  the  young  fellows,  that  1  knew  of.  excepting 
possibly  his  money;  and  I  said  "]  feel  like  supporting  rlatton  i  r 
McGovern."  Well,  he  said  that  is  the  way  he  had  viewed  the  -it- 
nation,  and  he  felt  like  that ;  but  he  thought  possibly  Mr.  Stephen- 
son would  he  all  right  now-.  Well.  1  was  curious  to  know  about 
hi-  activity  in  the  campaign,  especially  in  Air.  Stephenson's  he- 
half,  and  he  seemed  to  he  rather  elated  over  the  position  he  was 
holding  as  campaign  manager  for  Mr.  Stephenson  in  the  north 
assembly  district,  which  he  informed  me  was  his  purpose;  that  he 
had  been  in  Milwaukee,  and  had  met  the  Stephenson  men  there, 
the  Stephenson  managers.  That  he  was  sent  for.  and  didn't  know 
what  they  wanted  until  he  got  there.  He  was  there  informed  that 
the_\'  wanted  him  to  take  the  charge  of  the  campaign  in  the  north 
assembly  district  of  Grant.  He  said  he  couldn't  do  it  :  that  he  had 
not  favored  Mi'.  Stephenson  ;  that  he  was  busy  in  the  hank  and  did 
not  feel  like  giving  up  his  time  to  the  campaign.  Well,  they  said 
that  that  part  of  it  was  easily  overcome;  they  would  see  to  it  that 
he  received  proper  pay;  and  he  said  that  they  asked  him  if  he 
would  consider  it.  and  he  told  them  he  didn't  know  whether  he 
would  or  not;  that  his  service.-  in  the  hank  were  of  some  value, 
and  he  didn't  know'  what  time  it  might  take,  and  what  he  had 
ought  ti  do.  So  the)'  made  him  a  proposition.  1  asked  them  how- 
much  they  paid  him.  He  informed  me.  with  a  chuckle  which  is 
natural  to  him  that  it  was  "More  than  $5  a  day  I  assure  you,  and 
my  expenses."'     Says  1,  "Rem.  do  you  feel  that  that  is  the  right 
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thing  to  do?  We  have  been  acquaintances  a  long  time,  and 
friends;  '1"  you  really  feel  that  it  is  right?"'  "Well,"  he  says, 
"what  do  you  think  about  it?"'  "Well,"  1  said,  "you  have  nut  told 
me  how  much  you  receive,  or  how  much  you  arc  going  to  receive. 
Well,  he  said  it  would  he  sufficient  compensation;  it  would  lie  a 
"good  thing.''  J  told  him  that  I  viewed  it  as  wholly  improper, 
anyone  who  had  favored  any  other  candidate  and  then  accepted 
pay  to  support  another  candidate,  whether  it  was  for  his  ser 
or  not:  trespassing  very  closely  upon  the  line  of  bribery,  and  I 
could  not  uphold  him  in  it.  Well,  he  said  he  didn't  feel  thai  way 
about  it.  and  .so  on.  He  said—  Talking  about  expenses  he 
says:  "Now,  Mr.  Stephenson  i:  going  to  spare  no  expense  in 
accomplishing  this  nomination;"  that  if  necessary  he  could  hire 
every  man  in  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  he  had  the  money  to  do  it 
with,  and  pay  them  for  their  services  ;  and  every  team  in  the  coun- 
try that  was  necessary' to  bring  every  voter  to  the  polls.  I  told 
him  that  1  had  no  doubt  hut  what  he  had  the  financial  ability  to  dg 
that,  but  I  doubted  very  much  the  rightfulness  of  it.  And  we 
went  on  talking,  and  he  wanted  me  to  refer  him  to,  somebody  in 
Boscobel  who  would  take  up  the  campaign  there;  that  he  would 
pay  them  well  for  it.  I  told  him  I  wouldn't  do  it.  He  asked 
about  electors  in  the  town  of  Hickory  Grove,  which  is  a  town  out 
from  Boscobel  a  certain  distance.  He  referred  to  a  certain  man 
there  by  the  name  of  H.  K.  Austin,  Bert  Austin,  a  cheese  buyer. 
I  said  "Well,  you  couldn't  get  Bert."  lie  says  "No,  damn  him. 
he  is  a  democrat";  he  would  shut  him  oft  quick.  I  says  '"Would 
you  have  been  willing  to  hire  him?"  He  says  "Certainly  ;  we  will 
hire  anybody."  Of  course,  he  didn't  get  Mr.  Austin,  though  he 
had  communicated  with  him  ;  and  while  he  made  no  proposition  to 
him  it  was  because  of  the  fact  that  he 

Mr.  Ingalls:    (interrupting)    Never  mind  about  the  reason. 

Witness:  He  told  me  Mr.  Austin  had  informed  him  he  was  a 
democrat,  and  not  a  Stephenson  man. 

Q.  Now,  is  that  all? 

A.  That  was  about  the  substance  of  the  conversation  with  Mr. 
Stevens  at  Boscobel,  excepting  to  go  on  and  further  state  that  he 
was  going  to  travel  all  over  the  county,  and  he  expected  to  hire 
men;  and  there  was  no  limit  to  any  expense  that  might  be  made: 
and  generally  in  reference  to  how  the  campaign  was  going  to  be 
conducted.  He  informed  me  that  the  proposition  was,  as  submit- 
ted to  him.  to  pick  off  a  McGovern  man  or  H'atton  man  wherever 
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it  was  possible;  bring  them  aboul  to  support  Mr.  Stephenson,  by 
paying  them  for  their  services.     During  the  campaign  This 

was  only  a  general  rumor;  I  don't  know  whether  you  want  to  hear 
it  or  not;  that  would  be  in  reference  to  other  electors  of  (.rant 
county Mr.  Bishop  of  the  Bloomington  Record — 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  (interrupting)  You  say  "general  rumor."  I- 
there  anything  you  know  about  it? 

A.   I  first  gained  knowledge  from  general  rumor. 

(  ).  That  you  afterwards  substantiated  in  any  way? 
\.    I  afterwards  substantiated  it  in  a  general  way. 

By  Mr.  [ngalls: 

Q.   \V;iii   until  we  gel  through.     Is  thai  all  with  Stevens.' 

A.  No.  Mr.  Bishop  is  editor  of  the  Bloomington  Record,  a 
democral  newspaper  published  at  Bloomington,  Wisconsin.  He 
was  approached  by  Mr.  Stevens,  bu1  no  definite  proposition  was 
made  because  Mr.  Bishop  told  Mr.  Stevens,  as  I  told  him— 

<^.    (interrupting)     Were  you  presenl   al   thai   conversation? 

A.   No,  I   was  not. 

Q.  That  was  third  hand.     You  have  been  giving  seeond  hand. 

A.   I    was  giving  all   in  connection  with  Air.  Stevens. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Did  Mr.  Stevens  tell   von  that' 

A.  No,  except  in  a  general  way.  yon  understand,  carrying  out 
his  general  proposition. 

Mr.  [ngalls: 

Q.  Yun  are  now  starting  in  with  a  conversation  with  a  man 
by  the  name  of  Bishop,  and  Stevens.  I  will  ask  von  if  you 
were  presenl  at  their  deal  .' 

A.   No,  I  was  not. 

<x>.  Yon  don'1   know  anything  aboul   that.' 

A.   I  was  not  present. 

Q.   Only  what  yon  may  have  heard  about  it.' 

A.  Xow.  I  haven't  sot  through  with  Mr.  Stevens,  in  reference 
to  his  services,  and  what  pay  he  was  going  to  have. 

Q.  You  are  giving  now  Stevens'  conversation  with  you? 

A.  Yes.  with  me.  That  the  pay  that  he  was  going  to  receive 
would  so  much  more  remunerate  him  than  he  eould  gain  from 
his  salarv  in  the  bank  that  it  was  something  that  he  was  not 
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going  to  pass  up.  He  didn't  state  what  it  was.  I  didn't  ask 
him. 

Q.  Anything  el.se  thai   be  said  to  you.' 

A.  Only  in  a  genera]  way.  as  to  what  the  proposition  was.  $5 
a  day  where  they  could  gel  a  man;  if  they  could  pick  up  a 
McGovern  man  or  a  Hatton  man  and  pay  him  $5  a  day  for  his 
services  that  would  be  satisfactory;  and  he  was  Looking  for 
Hatton  and  McGovern  men  and  he  was  not  looking  for  Stephen- 
son num. 

Q.   You  don't   know  whether  he  picked  up  any  of  them? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Q.  Did  he  say  he  was  looking  for  those 
men  .' 

A.  He  said  he  was  looking  for  men  that  were  for  Hatton  or 
McGovern'. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  did  actually  distribute  any 
money  .' 

x\.   Do  I  know  whether  he  did  or  not :' 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  No.  I  do  not.     I  don't  know. 

Q.   And  you  don't  know  how  much  he  got? 

A.  I  don't  know  how  much  he  got. 

Q.  He  was  a  hanker,  you  say? 

A.  He  is.  and  was. 

Q.  Is  he  yet? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  And  he  had  an  automobile? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  lie  own  that? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  And  he  was  going  around  with  this  auto:  and  that  he 
would  get  $5  a  day  .' 

A.  No.  he  didn't  say  he  would  get  $5  a  day. 

Q.   Expected  $5  or  more  ? 

A.  No.  that  is  not  what  T  said. 

Q.  How  is  that  ? 

A.  I  said  in  reference  to  his  services  "it  would  not  he  the 
sum  of  $5  a  day.  by  any  means."  or  something  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Did  he  have  anybody  with  him? 

A.  Nobody. 
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<t).  When  you  were  talking  with  him  there  was  nobody   pres- 
•ii i  .' 
A.  Nobody.     1 1  <  ■  was  alone,  and  came  to  town  alone. 
<L>.   I  lave  you  ever  seen  him  since  .' 
A.  Yes.  I  have  seen  him  since, 

Q.  What  kind  ill'  a  fellow  is  he;  is  he  a  man  of  good  reputa- 
I  ion  .' 

A.  I  think  that  .Mr.  Stevens  is  a  man  of  good  reputation.  I 
don'1  believe  thai  .Mr.  Stevens  had  any  idea  thai  when  the_\ 
made  the  proposition  to  him  to  work  for  so  much,  whatever  it 
was.  thai  he  was  in  any  way  debauched.  I  don't  believe  he 
thought  mi  then,  or  now ;  because  il  was  the  general  policy  to 
hire  men  to  do  things,  and  pay  them  for  their  services. 

<v).  That  was  the  policy  of  all  the  candidates,  I  lake  it.' 

A.    I  don't   know  what  the  policy  of  the  other  candidates  was. 

<t>.  You  don't  think,  do  you.  that  Stevens  would  go  out  and 
buy    those    men  ? 

A.  I  think  that  he  would  go  out  in  the  same  manner  that  1 
explained:  Where  he  could  pick  up  a  man  that  was  working 
for  Mr.  Ilatton  or  .Mr.  McGovern,  and  buy  their  services,  and 
pay  for  those  services,  he  would  do  it.  I  haven't  any  idea  he 
thought  it  was  debauching. 

<v>.  He  hadn't  any  idea  of  buying  a  man  to  vote  in  a  particu- 
lar way  : 

A.  I  think  the  young  fellow  had  not  been  in  politics  enough 
to  know  how  things  were  worked,  and  the  excuses  that  might  be 
made  to  get   ;i  man's  vote. 

Q.  How  long  had  he  been  in  Grant  county  .' 

A.  T  think  he  was  born  in  Grant  county.  I  don't  know,  but 
I  think  he  was. 

Q.    Do  yon  know  others  that  were  around  hiring  men.' 

A.  Tn  Grant  county  .' 

<x>.  Yes:  for  any  of  these  candidates.  Don't  leave  ont  Ilatton 
or  ( !ook  or  any  of  them. 

A.  Well,  T  have  been  informed  by  Mr.  Orputt  of  Platteville 
that  he  had  been  employed  by  Mr.  Cook. 

Q.  In  any  illegitimate  capacity  .' 

A.  Well.  T  drew  from  what  he  told  me  that  it  was  very  illegi- 
timate. At  any  rate,  when  he  was  bought  he  didn't  stay  bought. 
was  the  trouble  with  him. 
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Q.  \  t>\{  construed  his  talk  to  you  thai  he  sold  himself  to  Mr. 
Cook? 

A.   I  will  tel]  vim  what  he  did.     He  took — 

<v>.    (interrupting)     From  what  he  told  you. 

A.  Yes,  1  will  tell  you  what  he  told  me.  He  took  $600  at 
first — 

Senator  Husting:  (interrupting)  Who  is  this,  Senator 
Blaine? 

A    Mr.  Orputt  of  Platteville.     He  took  $600  of  -Mr.   Cook's 

n 'v  and  then  went  out  in  the  campaign  and  spent  it  for  the 

congressman. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Unit.' 

A.   That  is  what  he  told  me. 

Q.  lie  told  yon  that  he  took  Cook's  money,  and  spent  it  for 
tin-  congressman  .' 

A.  I  will  tell  you  how  lie  told  it.  He  said.  "'Now.  this  cer- 
tain candidate  for  congress  is  taking  no  part  in  this  senatorial 
campaign;  and,  of  course.  I  am  a  Cook  man."  And  he  swelled 
up.  and  smiled  about  it.  "You  know  I  am  among'" — what  he 
designated  then  as  ■"the  Stalwart  faction.  I  am  working  for 
Cook;  but  when  I  am  looking  after  the  Progressives,  after  this 
congressman,  I  am  looking  for  the  congressman's  interests 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     <^.  Did  he  name  the  congressman? 

A.  No. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     Q.    Do  yon  know  who  he  meanl  .' 

A.  I  do  not  care  to  draw  the  congressman  in.  because  I  do 
not  think  the  congressman  knew  anything  about  it  to  any  great 
extent.  If  this  was  an  investigation  of  the  congressional  cam- 
paign I  might  tell  something  about  it. 

Q.  You  have  to  place  a  certain  construction  on  what  Orputt 
said  .' 

A.  Yon  can  take  my  statement,  and  put  what  construe,  ion 
you  want  to  on  it. 

Q.  In  giving  the  language  he  used,  he  impressed  you  in  that 
way.     That  is  about  it.  isn't  it? 

A.  Yes.  he  certainly  impressed  me  in  that  way. 

Q.  You  don't  mean  to  say  that  he  told  you  that  he  took  Cook's 
money  and  spent  it  for  a  congressman? 

A.  He  said  he  made  mighty  good  use  of  it  for  his  candidate 
for  congress. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  others,  personally,  thai  were  spending 
Stephenson  money,  or  Cook  money,  or  Hatton  money,  or  Mc- 
Grovern  money,  over  there  in  your  county?  Now.  dou'1  leave 
any  of  them  out. 

A.  No,  I  won't;  doii'i  Mm  worry.  A  Mr.  Eastman  of  Platte- 
ville  eame  down  to  the  city  of  Madison  the  week  of  the  pendency 
of  Mr.  Eusting's  resolution  lor  investigation,  and  he  said  lie 
came  down  to  "'pull  mo  off"  from  the  li.uiit  ;  lie  didn't  want  me 
to  carry  it  on, 

Mr.  infills:     Now.  I  am  referring  to — 

Witness-:  (interrupting)  Wait  a  minute.  Yon  don't  want 
mi'  in  leave  anj  body  out . 

Mr.  [ngalls:  Xo.  luit  you  are  referring  to  something  sine* 
the  primaries,  aren  '1  you  1 

Witness:     Wait  a  minute. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  T  don't  want  to  stop  yon,  it"  you  are  referring  to 
anything  before  the  primary. 

A.  This  all  happened,  that  is,  the  information  is  as  i  f  before 
the  primary.  1  told  him  I  couldn't  be  pulled  off;  it  didn't  make 
any  difference.  He  said  "But  you  are  going  to  involve  me  in  this 
investigation,  if  there  is  one.''  Me  says,  "You  know  1  was  a  sup- 
porter of  Mr.  Cook,  and  you  know  that  two  or  three  other  fellows 
in  the  city  of  Platteville" — which  I  didn't  know  but  he  told  me  1 
diil  know — "were  supporters  of  Mr.  Cook."  And  lie  -aid  "You 
know  that  we  quit  Mr.  Cook"' — whether  a  day  or  two  or  two  or 
three  days  just  prior  to  the  primary  or  not,  I  don't  remember 
exactly  about  that:  hut,  at  any  rate.  Mr.  Eastman  told  me  that  he 
quit  Mr.  Cook:  that  he  had  been  supporting  Mr.  Cook  up  to  that 
time,  and  thai  he  quit  him.  and  that  if  he  had  to  come  d  wn  to  the 
investigation  committee  why,  he  would  come  down  and  tell  about 
the  money  that  he  received.  I  told  him  that  that  was  ad  right; 
if  it  was  legitimate  there  would  he  no  dishonor  placed  upon  him: 
i  it  was  illegitimately  used,  or  received  by  him.  that  he  was  en- 
titled to  he  branded  as  having  been  bribed  and  bought  and  pur- 
chased. 

O.   Is  that  all  ? 

A.  I  think  that  would  he  all  that  1  could  include  under  charge 
No.  7:  excepting  that  Mr.  Eastman  said,  in  connection  with  his 
conversation,  and  laughed  about  it, — not  at  the  time  he  was  at 
Madison  hut  at  the  time  T  was  in  Platteville,  since  the  primary — 
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what  a  clever  political  deal  it  was  to  pick  off  the  ( look  men,  wher- 
ever they  could  do  it.  by  paying  them  for  their  services: 

Mr.  Bray:     Q.  Who  did  he  quit  Cook  for? 

A.  Stephenson. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     (  ).    lie  told  you  lie  quit  Cook,  did  he? 

A.  That  he  quit  Cook  for  Stephenson. 

Senator  Morris:     Q.    Is  that  the  man  that  got  the  $600? 

A.   Xo. 

» 

By  Mr.  In-alls: 

O-   Now,  what  is  the  population  of  Grant  county? 

A.  I  think  about  forty-two  thousand,  if  I  remember  rightly; 
maybe  forty-five.     I  don't  know ;  something  like  that. 

Q.  And  is  that  all  of  it,  or  those  all  of  the  facts  in  connection 
with  the  corrupt  use  of  money,  as  you  viewed  it.  by  men  who  have 
told  you  ahout  it,  that  you  are  able  to  state  occurred  in  I  '.rant 
count}',  in  this  primary  campaign? 

A.  Under  Charge  7? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.   Upon  which  I  base  my  charges? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  believe  that  is  all. 

O-  Well,  have  you  got  anything  else  in  Grant  county  that  you 
personally  know  about?    That  is  a  large  county. 

A.    I  don't  know  hut  probably  Charge  10  might  come  in  there. 

Q.  We  will  confine  ourselves  to  Charge  7.  We  will  eome  to 
10  after  awhile.     Lancaster,  is  that  in  your  county  .' 

Mr.  Whitman:     Yes. 

Mr.   Ingalls:     Well,  exclusive  of  that. 

A.   Exclusive  of  10? 

Q.    Yes. 

A.  That  is  all  that  occurs  to  me  at  this  lime.  That  was  the 
information  upon  which  I  based  my  charge  7. 

Q;  Have  you  any  other  personal  information  on  that  subjed  t 
A.  T  think  not.  on  that  charge. 

By  Senator  Husting : 

Q.  Where  does  Mr.  Eastman  live.' 

A.  Platteville,  Wisconsin. 
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By  .Mr.  [ugalls: 

Q.   W hat   is  his  business  .' 

A.   I   i hink  lie  is  ;i  lumberman. 

<t>.   Is  lie  ;i  young  man  or  an  old  man  .' 

A.  He  is  a  young  fellow;  forty  or  forty-two. 

<t>.  A  man  of  good  reputal  ton  .' 

A.  Well,  I  don'1  wanl  to  question  his  reputation.  I  don't 
waul  to  s;iy  what  his  reputation  is. 

Q.  I  id  In*  tell  you  how  much  he  gol  from  Stephenson's  man- 
agers for  work  .' 

A.   Ilr  did  not. 

<L>.   And  you  don  I  know  .' 

A.   A  ml   I  dun  't   know. 

.Mi-.  Whitman:     Is  he  ;i  man  of  wealth,  or  not    -Mr.  Kastman?" 

A.  I  think-  he  is  a  man  of  wraith.  His  father  lefl  consider- 
able wraith,  and   I  think  he  got  his  share  of  it. 

(v).    Air.  Stevens  is  also  a  man  of  some  wealth? 

A.  Well,  he  is  a  young  num.  I  don't  know  whether  he  has 
gol   any  money  himself,  or  his  father  has  it  all.     ]   can't  say. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls : 

<x>.  With  reference  to  campaigning  in  Grant  county — this  is 
for  information;  I  am  not  supposed  to  know  anything  about 
this,  is  it  an  unusual  thing  to  hire  people  to  do  work  in  cam- 
paigns in  Grant  county  .' 

A.  Well,  it  is  unusual  to  buy  them  to  do  work  in  Grant 
county  .' 

(Question  read  as  follows : 

"Q.  With  reference    to    campaigning    in  Granl   county 
for  information:   I  am  not  supposed  to  know  anything  about 
1hi  .--is   it    an    unusual    thing   to   hire    people   to   do   work    in 
campaigns  in  Grant  county?") 

A.    I  would  say  in  the  last  senatorial  campaign  that  it  was  not. 
Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  people  being  hired  to  do  work  in 
campaigns  in  Granl   county  before? 

A.   Oh.  yes.     We  had  an  experience  in  the  Babcock  campaign. 

Q.  AVas  that  the  first  time,  and  the  last.' 

A.   That   is  the  time  T  was  a   candidate    for  congress,   and   got 

licked. 
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Q.  Jt  was  a  commoi]  thing,  then,  was  it.  to  hire  people  to  work 
in  campaigns? 

A.  Well,  by  certain  candidates.  1  think  a  very  common  thing 
for  the  candidates  to  whom  you  have  reference.     I  mighl  say  1 

never  had  to  hire  a  man   in   Grant  county  to  do  any  political 
work   for  inc. 

Q.  And  none  ever  did  il   for  you,  thai  yon  know  of? 

A.  Oh,  yes,   I   had  lots  of  workers. 

The  Chairman:     lie  meant  any  one  hire  them  for  yon.' 

A.   No  one  hired  them  ;  oh,  no. 

Q.  Now,  what  is  your  view,  from  a  political  standpoint,  with 
reference  to  hiring-  men  to  work  at  the  polls  on  election  day, 
check  the  lists  and  bring  in  the  voters;  do  you  regard  that  as 
a    proper  expenditure  in  a   campaign? 

A.  I  will  have  to  answer  that  question  in  a  general  way.  I 
think  that  where  a  man.  an  elector,  is  supporting  some  certain 
candidate,  and  another  candidate  for  the  same  office  hires  him 
to  do  political  service,  whether  the  same  is  a  sum  which  that 
man  might  earn  in  his  occupation  or  not,  thai  that  is  bribery, 
pure  and  simple.  When  you  employ  a  man  to  do  something 
who  has  been  supporting  another  man.  and  changes  only  for  the 
reason  that  he  is  getting  pay  for  it.  that  is  bribery.  Where  a 
man  is  supporting  a  candidate,  and  he  is  paid  an  amount  in 
excess  of  what  he  could  rightfully  earn  in  his  occupation,  to  do 
service  for  a  candidate,  and  by  reason  of  that  payment  he  does 
service  for  a  candidate,  it  becomes  bribery. 

(Question    repeated   as   follows: 

"Q.  Now.  what  is  your  view  from  a  political  standpoint, 
with  reference  to  hiring  men  to  work  at  the  polls  on  election 
day.  check  the  lists  and  bring  in  the  voters:  do  you  regard 
that  as  a  proper  expenditure  in  a  campaign?") 

A.  I  think  1  have  answered  that   question. 

Q.  I  don't  think  so.  You  have  defined  bribery,  hut  I  am  not 
assuming  that  anybody  employed  at  the  polls  has  been  bribed. 
I  am  assuming  that  it  is  in  the  ordinary  campaign? 

A.  Allow  me  to  suggest  that  you  chop  that  part  of  your  ques- 
tion out,  and  du1  it  in  more  concrete  form.  Yon  have  a  double 
question.  You  ask  me  for  my  views,  and  1  have  given  my  views 
in   reference  to  employing  men. 
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(t>.  It  seems  to  me  the  question  is  plain  enough.  Do  you  con- 
sider it  a  proper  campaign  expenditure  to  employ  men  a1  the 
poll;  to  check  the  lists,  bring  in  the  voters,  handle  the  teams,  if 
you  please,  and  convey  men  to  the  polls.'  Is  that  a  proper 
campaign  expenditure .' 

A.  I  would  say  thai  it  was  not  if  those  men  would  not  liar., 
done  that  without  pay.  Thai  is.  as  soon  as  you  destroy  the 
freedom  of  the  voter,  by  employing  him,  by  giving  him  services 
or  employment,  and  by  paying  him  for  his  services,  and  he  does 
an  act  which  he  would  not  have  done  if  he  had  not  received  that 
employment,  and  that  pay.  thai  is  bribery;  thai  is  improper. 

Q.  You  misconceive  my  question  entirely.  I  am  not  assum- 
ing thai  he  would  vole  one  way  or  the  other  at  all;  because  1 
assume  that  everybody  will  vote  just  as  he  wants  to.  That  is- 
his  privilege.  1  ask  you  the  question  if  the  mere  employment 
of  men  at  the  polls  for  the  purposes  which  I  have  stated,  is  a 
proper  or  an  improper  campaign  expenditure.' 

A.    It  might  be  and  it  might  not  be. 

Q.  Can  you  conceive  of  a  situation  where  it  might  be.' 

A.    Yes.  sir.  many  of  them. 

<t>.    Where ;   name  one. 

A.  T  have  gone  over  the  subject  very  thoroughly.  Now.  1 
hope  to  make  you  understand  this  time.  We  will  assume — take- 
an  imaginary  person,  John  Doe.  who  has  been  supporting  some- 
body for  the  United  States  senatorship;  but  somebody  else  who 
is  a  candidate  for  the  foiled  Stntes  senatorship  comes  along 
;ind  says:  "Here,  Mr.  Doe.  if  you  will  quit  the  support  of  Mr. 
So-and-so  I  will  pay  you  from  this  day  on  for  your  services"; 
it  don't  make  any  difference  whal  sum  is  stated.  That  very 
momenl  he  is  taking  away  from  that  man  the  freedom  to  vote. 
[n  other  words,  he  is  paying  him  to  do  something:,  which,  if 
"hat  hid  not  been  done,  he  would  never  have  supported  the  ean- 
lidate. 

Q.  Just  leave  out  of  sight  the  question  of  what  the  man  will 
do  with  reference  to  voting.  Leave  that  out  of  the  question. 
Here  is  a  mechanic,  or  any  other  man  with  an  occupation,  who 
maintained  and  preserves  his  independence  as  far  as  voting  is 
concerned,  bul  his  services  are  engaged  for  a  particular  purpose 
in  the  campaign,  to  do  certain  work,  as  T  have  stated.     Ts  that 
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a  legitimate  expenditure?     I  am  not  interfering  with  his  fran- 
chise; I  don'1  care  who  be  votes  for. 

A.    I   would  nut   be  if  the    man    would    do    the  same  thiug  if 
ii   had  not  been  for  the  payment. 

Q.  You  have  still  got  the  same  thing  In  your  answer. 
A.  TIho   your  question  cannol    be   answered   excepting  as  1 
have  answered  it.     In  other  words,  you  want   me  to  give  your 
answer. 

<x).  No,  1  don't.  You  arc  the  witness.  The  question  is  this: 
II'  it  is  a  legitimate  campaign  expenditure  to  hire  people,  and 
pay  them  for  their  time  and  their  service,  to  do  work  at  the 
polls;  lor  instancr:  A  very  important  part,  which  is  checking 
the  list,  understanding  how  to  check  the  list;  another  important 
part  would  l»i'  to  convey  people  to  the  polls;  find  out  who  had 
voted  and  who  had  not;  another  important  part  would  be  to 
advocate  a  man's  cause;  maintaining  his  independent  right  to 
vote  as  lie  pleased.  Is  that  a  legitimate  campaign  expenditure  .' 
A.  You  st;  rt -d  out  with  your  proposition:  "If  it  is  legiti 
mate."  If  it  is  legitimate,  it  is  legitimate,  of  course.  Now.  you 
ask  if  it  is  a  legitimate  campaign  expenditure,  and  then  you  go 
on  and  say  so  and  so. 

Q.  What  I  say  is:     Is  it   a   legitimate  expenditure.' 
A.  And  cut  out   "if  it  is  legitimate?" 
(Question  amended  to  read   as  follows: 

"Is  it  a  legitimate  campaign  expenditure  to  hire  people, 
and  pay  them  for  their  time  and  their  service,  to  do  work 
at  the  polls;  for  instance:  A  very  important  part,  wdiieh  is 
cheeking  the  list,  understanding  how  to  check  the  list:  an- 
other important  part  would  he  to  convey  people  to  the  polls: 
find  out  who  had  voted  and  who  had  not  ;  another  important 
part  would  he  to  advocate  a  man's  cause;  maintaining  his 
independent  right  to  vote  as  he  pleased.  Ts  that  a  legitimate 
campaign  expenditure  ? ") 

A.  It  can  be  a  legitimate  campaign  expenditure.  My  answer 
is  not   binding  on  your  actions.  Mr.  Ingalls. 

Q.   I  call  your  attention  to  Charge  8: 

"That  in  further  pursuance  of  such  purposes  and  design, 
said  Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  said 
primary,  paid  to  divers  persons  who  were  at  such  time  electors 
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■in  this  state  a  consideration  for  some  acl  to  be  done  for  said 
Isaac  Stephenson  by  such  electors  preliminary  to  such  primary, 
corruptly  and  unlawfully." 

A.  I  would  say  in  answer  to  that,  Mr.  Ingalls,  as  I  explained 
to  the  committee  before,  thai  if  the  investigation  had  been  on 
only  specific  charges,  thai  this  simply  follows  up  charge  7.  and 
charge  7  relates  specifically  to  electors  in  Granl  county,  whili 
charge  8  mighl  relate  to  electors  in  any  other  pari  of  the  state. 

I  bad  i ther  information  than  I  have  given  you  when  I  made 

these  charges. 

Q.   Have  you  any  information  on  thai  charge,  thai  is  definite, 
of  your  own  knowledge? 
A.  No,  I  have  not. 

<v>.  Other  than   what  you  have  given? 
A    Nothing. 
<x>.  Now,  Charge  9 : 

•  That  in  further  pursuance  of  such  purposes  and  designs 
said  Isaac  Stephenson,  by  and  through  his  agents,  prior  to  said 
primary,  did  pay  to  electors  of  this  state,  who  were  of  a  dif- 
ferent political  opinion  and  who  held  to  other  political  principles 
than  that  of  the  republican  party,  particularly  democrats,  sums 
of  money  as  a  consideration  for  some  act  to  be  done  by  such 
•  ■lectors  for  said  Isaac  Stephenson  preliminary  to  said  primary, 
corruptly  and  unlawfully.  " 

A.  I  would  say.  Mr.  Ingalls.  that  that  "did  pay"—]  observe 
in  reading  it  over — should  also  be  "or  offer  to  pay;"  and  the 
explanation  I  would  make  for  that,  that  is.  to  give  the  commit- 
tee any  information,  would  ho  in  reference  to  II.  E.  Austin, 
and  Mr.  Bishop;  and  it  also  is  put  in  for  the  same  purpose  that 
No.  s  was  put  in.  so  that  if  the  investigation  was  limited  to 
specific  charges  there  still  would  he  a  latitude  to  go  into  ,-i 
thorough  investigation  of  the  whole  senatorial  primary. 

Q.  And  you  haven't  any  personal  definite  information  in  sup- 
port of  that  charge? 

A"!   Outside  <>f  what   I  have  given  you,  no. 
O.   And  charge  10^ 

A.  Charsre  10,  the  information  1  have  gained  in  regard  to  that 
was  from  Mr.  Pollock's  editorial  in  the  "Lancaster  Teller."  under 
date  of  January  '21st,  f  believe;  anyway  the  week  prior  to  the 
week  when  I  filed  the  charges. 
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O.  That  would  be  the  only  in  formation  you  have  on  that? 

A.  That  is,  at  the  time  1  made  these  charges,  the  only  infor- 
mation. 

Q.  Since  that  information  have  you  obtained  further  informa- 
tion ? 

A.  No  further  than  that  Mi".  Pollock  confirmed  what  he  said  in 
his  editorial. 

O.    You  have  simply  talked  with  him? 

A.    Asked  him.  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Aside  from  that  you  have  no  further  information  on  that 
subject? 

A.   That  is  all. 

Q.   Now,  Charge  1  1  ? 

A.    You  want  the  basis  of  my  information  for  Charge  11? 

O.   Have  you  got  that  with  you? 

A.  Yes.  sir,  I  can  give  you  the  basis  of  my  information.  Mr. 
Aylward.  during  the  campaign — I  think  it  was  reported  in  the 
papers,  where  I  received  the  first  information,  however. — made 
the  declaration  on  the  platform  very  similar  to  this  charge.  I 
think  it  was  practically  the  same,  excepting  as  to  the  amount.  I 
think  that  he  had  five  hundred,  and  a  thousand,  and  fifteen  hun- 
dred, at  different  times.  1  wouldn't  be  certain  about  that.  But, 
that  is  where  1  first  received  the  impression  regarding  this  par- 
ticular charge.  Prior  to  the  time  of  filing  these  charges  I  went 
to  Mr.  Aylward  and  talked  to  him  about  it  and  he  said  that  he  had 
made  that  charge  on  the  platform  (hiring  the  campaign,  and  no 
one  had  seen  fit  to  deny  it.  He  called  up  Mr.  Tilton — or  I  as- 
sumed he  called  for  Air.  Tilton, — on  the  long  distance  telephone, 
while  I  was  in  his  office;  and  someone  responded  to  that  call,  and 
Mr.  Aylward  talked  to  him.  Of  course,  I  gained  from  that  con- 
versation that  it  was  Mr.  Tilton.  And  Mr.  Aylward  asked  him 
to  write  a  letter  in  reference  to  what  he  had  stated  to  him  during 
the  campaign  ;  asked  him  if  he  was  willing  to  stand  by  that ;  and  I 
think  the  day  following  Mr.  Aylward  received  a  letter — I  think  it 
was  the  day  following — received  a  letter  from  Lester  Tilton  on 
that  subject,  which  1  saw.  I  believe  it  was  the  Saturday  prior  to 
the  26th  day  of  January.  1909,  and  so  far  as  I  know  Mr.  Aylward 
still  has  that  letter,  and  that  letter  conveyed  similar  information 
as  is  contained  in  my  charge.      I  think  it  was  the  same. 

(J.   You  didn't  take  a  copy  of  the  letter  ? 

A.    I  didn't  take  a  copy  of  the  letter. 
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(  ).   Do  you  know  what  the  letter  contained? 

A.  I  don't  remember,  any  more  than  in  a  general  way  he  stated 
the  conversation  he  had  with  Mr.  Aylward  last  fall  was  correct, 
or  something  to  that  effect;  and  that  he  had  been  offered  money. 
1  d"ii':  believe  he  gave  the  amount  in  his  letter.  Mr.  Aylward 
can  tell  aDout  that.     I  got  the  information  from  Mr.  Aylward. 

Q.  Would  you  want  to  say  that  any  amount  was  mentioned  in 
the  letter? 

A.  \>>.  i  would  not.  I  rather  think  there  was  no  amount  men- 
tioned in  the  letter.  I  am  pretty  certain— quite  certain — in  that, 
that  there  was  n<>  amount  mentioned  in  the  letter. 

O.  But  personally,  other  than  what  Aylward  told  you,  and  this 
communication  which  purported  to  come  from  Tilton,  you  have- 
no  knowledge  of  that  charge? 

A.  That  i-  the  only  knowledge  I  have. 

I  ).  Was  this  man  Tilton  a  candidate  for  the  legislature,  or  don't 
v<  hi  know  about  that  ? 

A.   I  don't  kn<  !\\ . 

(  ).   Now,  ( !harge  i-'  ? 

"That  said  [saac  Stephenson  did,  by  and  through  his  agents. 
give  and  promise  and  pay  or  agree  to  pay  to  other  electors  of  this 
state  sums  of  money  to  procure  or  aid  in  procuring  the  nomina- 
tion of  such  elector-  to  the  senate  and  assembly  of  this  state  other 
than  those  ekctors  residing  in  the  district  where  said  Isaac  Steph- 
enson resides?" 

Was  your  idea  there  a  mere  general  charge.  Senator. 

A.  Based  upon  some  specific  knowledge.  That  was  intended — 
that  is.  I  had  specific  knowledge,  or  rather  information,  in  refer- 
ence to  that  particular  subject,  and  of  course.  I  made  the  charge 
broad  enough  for  the  same  reason  I  have  included  other  charges, 
so  that  if  there  was  an  investigation  it  should  he  thorough,  and 
not  based  upon  one  or  two  or  three  specific  facts. 

Q.  I 'ait  you  don't  want  to  he  understood  that  you  have,  or  ever 
had.  any  personal  knowledge  of  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  Steph- 
senson  or  his  agents  to  select  senators  and  assemblymen? 

A.  Excepting  as  to  information  1  have  gained  from  candidates 
t<  >  the  assembly. 

Q.   It  would  he  something  that  somebody  has  told  you? 

A.   That  >ome  candidate  told  me.  yes. 

<  ).  That  would  he  all  ? 
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A.  That  is  the  information;  1>ut  that  was  personal  knowledge 
t<  >  that  candidate. 

(  ).  Well,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  know  of  assembly- 
men and  senators  that  were  elected,  that  told  you  they  received 
nil  iney  from  Stephenson  ? 

A.  I  know  of  ( me. 

Q.  What  is  that  ? 

A.  There  was  one  told  me. 

Q.   That  was  elected? 

A.   Tbat  was  elected. 

(  ).  That  he  got  money  from  Stephenson  to  help  to  elect  him? 

A.  Well,  he  didn't  call  it  exactly  in  that  way.  He  said  that  he 
couldn't  afford,  or  didn't  care  to  run  for  the  assembly  because  the 
expenses  were  too  much.  He  was  afraid  to  be  a  candidate,  on 
account  of  the  expense,  to  the  legislature;  but  he  said  Mr.  Steph- 
enson had  heij  ed  b  m  nut.     That  is  why  he  was  a  candidate. 

Q.   You  say  you  heard  one  man  say  that? 

A.  (  )ne  man  told  me  that. 

Q.   Any  more  than  one? 

A.  Just  one. 

Q.  And  he  was  elected  to  the  legislature? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  he  said  that  Stephenson  had  helped  him  out  in  his  cam- 
paign, did  he? 

A.   As  T  have  stated  it. 

O.  Who  was  that? 

A.   Mr.  Reynolds,  of  Door  county. 

(  >.    lie  testified  here  before  this  committee? 

A.   I  think  he  did. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  his  testimony? 

A.   No,  I  did  not ;  only  a  few  words  of  it.      1  was  not  in  here. 

Q.   Now,  Charge  13;  what  have  yon  to  say  about  that? 

A.  Well,  1  explained  that,  when  1  was  telling  about  Charges  1. 
5  and  6. 

Q.  That  your  information  on  that  is  locked  up? 

A.  Is.  wholly  through  informants,  who  had  no  particular — I 
don't  know  whether  they  had  personal  knowledge  or  not.  It  is  in 
the  form  of  statements  that  I  have. 

Q.  Have  you  got  any  statement  or  any  proof  that  Mr.  Hyzer 
contributed  his  services  to  this  campaign  of  Stephenson's? 

A.   This  information  1  speak  of  is  all  T  have. 
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Q.   What  is  it? 

A.  The  statement  is  in  writing. 

Q.  Who  made  it  ? 

A.  That  is  in  the  same  positi<  n  as  the  other;  I  would  not  con- 
ned any  party's  name  with  it.  as  some  party  might  have  made  a 
statemenl  in  reference  t<»  other  matters,  and  not  in  reference  to 
this :  and  I  would  prefer  to  present  that  as  I  have  it.  so  that  there 
will  be  no  misunderstanding  or  indefiniteness  about  it. 

(  ).   Thru  your  information  on  Charge  8  is  a  matter  of  record. 
Is  that  what  you  mean  ? 

Senator  Husting:     Yon  mean  Charge  L3? 

Mr.   [ngalls:     Charge   13. 

A.  The  same  as   I.  5  and  (i. 

i  ).  That  is  with  your  other  papers,  looked  up  somewhere? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

I  ).   And  is  that  all  the  information  that  yon  have.  Senator,  on 
Charge  13? 

A.   That  is  all  that  I  have. 

(  ).    Von  have  no  personal  knowledge  on  the  subject? 

A.   I  have  no  personal  knowledge. 

Q.  And  you  will  produce  this  information  will  you  not,  this 
proof ? 

A.  Yes,  1  will  produce  it.  Well,  that  was  one  of  the  charges 
that   1  mentioned  with  1,  5,  6  and  13. 

(J.   That  the  proof,  in  support  of  that  is  also — 

A.    In  die  same  shape  as  the  other,  yes,  sir. 

Q.   And  you  will  produce  your  evidence  on  that? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   Personally  do  you  know  anything  about  that? 

A.    1  know  nothing  personally  about  it. 

Q.  And  of  course  Charge  15  is  the  charge  that  he  failed  to  file 
his  expense  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  irrespective  of  the  form  of  the  expense  account,  do 
you  understand  that  it  should  lie  filed  within  thirty  clays  after  he 
is  elected — what  is  your  understanding  of  that  ? 

A.  I  am  not  going  to  pass  on  the  legal  phase  of  it.  That  might 
be  a  disputed  proposition.  If  he  claims  an  election  by  virtue  of 
the  primary  election,  then  he  failed  to  file  the  expense  account 
within  due  time.     And  of  course  his  expenses  account  as  filed  is 
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in  no  way  in  compliance  with  the  law.  It  is  absolutely  a  flagrant 
violation  of  the  law. 

Q.  Well,  what  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

A.    It  doesn't  comply  with  the  law  at  all. 

Q.  In  form  ? 

A.    In  substance  or  in  f(  trm. 

Q.  Xow  about  the  others,  are  they  the  same:  Mr.  McGovern, 
Mr.  Cook,  Mr.  I  [atton,  are  they  all  the  same? 

A.    1  haven't  looked  at  those. 

(J.  Haven't  yon  looked  at  McGovern's? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  if  it  is  in  the  same  form  as  Cook's  or  Hatton's  or  Mc- 
Govern's you  would  of  course  say  that  they  were  all  violations  of 
the  law? 

A.  I  didn't  understand  this  proposition  was  a  comparative 
crime,  but  what  is  a  crime  on  the  part  of  the  person  investigated. 

(J.   We  are  investigating  the  whole  bunch? 

A.  I  am  referring  to  my  charge. 

O-  Your  charges  are  directed  against  Stephenson  ? 

A.  Mr.  Stephenson. 

O-  Well,  have  yon  ever  read  that  law  on  the  filing  of  account-. 
Senator? 

A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  Well,  do  von  consider  it  to  mean  thirty  days  after  the  pri- 
mary ? 

A.  If  he  claims  an  election  by  reason  of  the  primary. 

O-  Well,  you  don't  claim  there  could  be  an  election  on  the  pri- 
mary ? 

A.  Well,  I  am  not  claiming  that,  no. 

O-  Is  there  any  doubt  about  the  fact  that  it  means  thirty  days 
-after  he  is  elected — on  the  reading  of  the  statute?' 

A.    1  don't  know. 

Q.  Well,  as  a  lawyer  have  you  any  doubt  about  it? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  it  means  the  general  election  or  his 
election.  Xow  here  is  the  proposition.  The  instrument  by  which 
a  United  States  senator  is  to  be  elected  is  the  state  legislature  ; 
now  that  instrument  was  elected  in  November,  and  I  am  inclined 
to  believe  that  the  election  refers  back  to  the  general  election  for 
that  reason.  I  may  be  mistaken  in  that.  That  is  my  individual 
opinion. 
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(  >.  Well,  now  when  can  yon  produce  this  information  which  is 
the  most  important  part  that  we  want,  perhaps,  4.  5-  ''  :'-I1(l   [3? 

A.  I  think  I  can  produce  thai  a-  Eoon  as  the  committee  will 
necessarily  need  it — probabl)  before. 

(  ).  \\\11.  when  can  you  produce  it  .J 

\.   1  shall  endeavi  r  to  get  it  next  Saturday. 

O-  Well,  do  you  think  it  i>  possible  to  get  it  for  use  tomorrow 
morning? 

A.  I  think  not,  no.  I  know  it  wouldn't.  It  would  he  impos- 
sible to  gel  n  for  you  tomorrow  morning. 

(  ).  To-day  is  Tuesday — Thursday  mornirg? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  could  get  it  by  Thursday  morning 
or  in  it. 

Mr.  Bray:  You  knew  lasl  Friday  that  you  were  going  to  he- 
called  today,  didn't  yon.  Senator? 

A.   Yes. 

Mr.  llra_\-:     Have  you  made  any  effort  to  get  it  since  that  tinier 

A.   It  would  have  done  me  no  good.   I  couldn't  have  procured  it. 

O.   Wh'  1  has  got  it  ? 

A.  I  spoke  to  you  about  that  a  while  ago,  whether  you  desired 
to  know  the  place  or  where  it  is.    I  think  that  is  wholly  immaterial. 

Q.   I  don't  think  there  is  any  secret  about  who's  got  it? 

A.    1  can't  tell  who  has  got  it.  unless  I  tell  where  it  is. 

Q.    \\  here  is  it? 

A.   Well,  do  you  insist  upon  that? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.    It  doesn't  make  any  difference  what  the  circumstances  are? 

O.    No,  1  don't  see  as  it  does. 

A.   Von  absolutely  insist  upon  that? 

Q.  Yes,  where  is  it  ? 

A.  Well.  I  have  come  to  this  decision,  that  it  is  in  a  place  where 
you  or  nobody  else  has  any  business  to  know  about.  \Tow  it  will 
he  produced.      The  main  point  is  producing  it,  isn't  it? 

Q.  Well,  I  take  it,  it  is  in  the  possession  of  somebody  that  i> 
favorable  to  us  so  that  we  can  get  it.  isn't  it  ? 

A.  Well,  the  possession — that  is  the  ability  to  get  it  is  in  my 
possessii  in. 

Q.  Well,  it  it  is  within  the  state  of  Wisconsin  you  can  get  it 
within  ten  hours,  if  it  is  under  your  control?" 

A.  I  don  t  know  whether  I  can  or  not.      It  couldn't  he  produced 
today  or  t«  morrow,  possibly  not  Thursday. 
20 
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Mr.  Bray:    Is  that  for  the  reason  that  you  have  to  go  after  it  ? 

A.    I  have  to  go  after  it,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bray:     You  couldn't  have  gone  after  it  last  Saturday? 

A.    I  couldn't  have  got  it  if  I  hail  gone. 

Q.   Well,  have  you  now  given  us  all  the  facts  that  you  have  any 
personal  knowledge  of.  Senator,  in  reference  to  this  chargi 
bribery  and  corruption  ? 

A.   I  think  mi. 

(  ).  Well,  can  you  pr<  mise  to  get  us  this  information  by  Friday 
morinig? 

A.   No,  I  can't  do  it. 

Q-  Saturday  monring? 

A.  I  might  ha\a-  it  here  at  next  Monday's  session.  I  can  get 
that  over  Sunday. 

O-  Well,  can't  you  give  us  enough  of  these  facts  to  that  we 
can  see  whether  they  will  aid  us  in  any  way  i 

A.   I  can't  do  it  without  that  information. 

Q.   And  all  in  writing? 

A.  All  in  writing. 

O-  In  the jorm  of  affidavits? 

A.  Xo.  I  think  you  will  have  plenty  of  work  until  next  Mon- 
day.    I  will  have  it  here  by  next  week. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Supposing  we  should  issue  a  subpoena  duces 
tecum  directing  you  to  have  it  here  Thursday  morning  would  you 
disregard  that  subpeona? 

A.   I  would  have  to,  because  I  couldn't  comply  with  it. 

Q.    Mow  do  you  know  that  it  i>  material  at  all.  Senator? 

A.   Hew  do  1  know  that  it  is  immaterial? 

O.  Yes. 

A.  It  is  a  foundation  for  my  charges.  That  is  what  1  know 
about  it.  It  is  for  you  to  determine  whether  it  i>  material  or  not. 
die  committee,  when  it  is  produced. 

Senator  Morris:     Have  you  seen  tha  writing? 

A.  O  yes,  I  have  seen  the  writing. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Is  it  because  you  have  forgotten  the  names  of 
the  people  ? 

A.  It  is  because  there  is  such  a  mass  of  it.  I  don't  want  to  mix 
one  man  up  with  one  charge  and  another  man  with  another  charge. 

O-  The  senator  doesn't  claim  any  personal  knowledge  on  that 
subject  at  all  ? 

A.   No,  I  don't  claim  any  personal  knowledge. 
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'  i.  This  is  information  thai  has  come  to  him  on  these  subjects 
and  it  is  all  in  one  place,  wherever  that  may  be.  I  don'1  think 
I  have  any  further  questions. 

A.  I  wish  you  would  gel  through  with  me,  if  possible,  1  wart 
to  attend  a  c  immittee  hearing. 

By  Senator  I  [listing: 

(  ).  Senator  Blaine,  you  said  something  about  the  statement  <>/ 
Senator  Stephenson's  not  being  made  according  to  law.  1  will 
ask  you  with  particular  reference  to  the  affidavit  supporting  that 
statement. 

\.   It  doesn't  comply  with  the  law  at  all  in  any  respect. 

(  ).  New  with  regard  to  whether  a  man  may  unlawfully  employ 
another  man.  1  want  to  ask  yon  this  question:  whether  or  not  a 
man  is  corruptly  influenced  by  money,  does  that  depend  upon 
whether  that  in  fact  influenced  his  vote,  or  merely  is  for  the  pur- 
of  clerical  assistance  or  ministerial  act,  rather  than  an  act  of 
judgment  in  voting  : 

A.  To  influence  his  vote.     It  goes  to  the  proposition  of  noting. 

(  ).  Well,  if  I  understand  yon  correctly  then,  whether  or  not 
money  has  a  corrupting  influence  on  a  man  is  whether  it  is  merely 
to  get  his  ministerial  assistance  or  clerical  assistance  or  the  assist- 
ance of  an  agent  in  a  purely  ministerial  capacity? 

A.  Yes,  hut  in  obtaining  the  ministerial  assistance  or  clerical 
assistance,  that  sometimes  can  he  used  as  a  means  to  control  his 
vote,  and  it  is  a  subterfuge,  like  in  the  Clark  case,  where  so  many 
cords  of  wood  were  purchased  for  an  exorbitant  sum.  Tt  never 
came  from  Senator  Clark,  hut  the  presumption  was  that  the  buy- 
ing of  that  wood — it  wasn't  the  man's  hard  and  fast  bargain  that 
he  made,  hut  it  was  influencing  his  vote. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls. 

Q.   Well,  in  that  case  he  did  vote  for  Clark? 

A.   He  did  vote  for  Clark. 

Q-  And  that  was  proven? 

A.   And  he  was  influenced  to  vote  for  Clark. 

Q-  It  was  proven  that  he  did  vote  for  him? 

A.  Yes. 

(  ).   That  made  a  clear  case  ? 

I  No  answcr.'i 
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By  Senator  Husting : 

Q.  Now  Mr.  [ngalls  asked  you  with  regard  to  this  proposition, 
whether  yon  would  consider  it  bribery  if  a  man's  influence  was 
paid  for.  hut  not  his  vote  Now  is  it  your  idea  thai  a  man  can 
so  divide  himself  that  if  his  influence  was  purchased  it  would 
not  necessarily  have  some  influence  on  his  vote.' 

A.  The  only  way  lie  could  make  that  division  would  be  by  us- 
ing the  whole  proposition  as  a  subterfuge,  to  excuse  himself 
from  bribery,  and  it  don't  require  a  very  hue  distinction  to  de- 
termine  that    proposition. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  There  wrw  only  two  people  over  in  (Irani  county  to  try 
that  ? 

A.  I  didn't  investigate  exrvy  man  in  Grant  county,  nor  did  I 
talk  with  every  man  in  Grant  county,  in  fact  I  could  not  put 
my  time  or  what  little  money  I  had  up  againsl  the  millions  that 
Mr.  Stephenson  has. 

Q.  You  wire  not  running  for  the  United  States  sehatorship? 

A#.  I  wasn't  running  for  the  United  States  senatorship,  nor 
was  it  my  duty  to  go  to  every  man  in  Grant  county  or  the  state 
of  Wisconsin  and  determine  whether  he  was  bribed  or  not. 
That  is  a  legislative  duty.     It  is  your  duty. 

Q.  I  don't  conceive  it  to  be  my  duty  to  go  out  and  ask  every 
man  in  the  state  whether  he  was  bribed.  That  may  be  true  in 
some  states,  but  not  here. 

A.  And  it  is  your  duty  to  go  and  find  bribery  if  there  has 
been  any. 

Q.  I  don't  think  so. 

A.  Then  you  ought  to  resign  from  the  committee. 

Q.  Then  you  ought  to  bring  your  proof.  You  have  got  seven- 
teen charges  in  here  and  you  haven't  substantiated  one  of  them. 

A.  That   is  your  opinion. 

Q.  Not  one  of  them. 

A.  But  you — your  mind  doesn't  constitute  the  mind  of  all  the 
people  in  the  state  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Brav  :     I  don't  see  the  object  of  this.  Mr.  Chairman. 

A.  1  think  we  are  all  out  of  order. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  What  I  understand  to  be  the  dividing  line  and  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  use  of  money  is  proper  is  to  get  a  man  who 
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would  (In  the  same  thing  anyway  whether  he  were  paid  or  not, 
to  <1<>  something  in  behalf  of  the  candidate  and  to  have  the 
candidate  hold  him  harmless  from  Losses  thai  he  would  suffer 
by  busying  himsel t'  in  his  behal  I' .' 

A.  Yes,  doing  it  not  because  of  the  fee,  bu1  because  that  was 
his  conscientious  duty;  and  he  could  be  reimbursed;  hut  if  it 
went  over  the  Line  and  he  would  aol  have  done  thai  for  the 
candidate,  then  it  trespasses  very  closely  upon  the  line  of  brib- 
sry  in  my  opinion. 

By  Mr.  Hambrechl  : 

(,).   I  believe  you  said  thai  you  have  no  information  that  Mr. 

Edmonds  ever  received  any  amount  of  money  in  excess  of 
$106,000? 

A.  No,  not  excepting  as  1  have  explained.  I  have  no  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  it.  certainly  not.     could  not   have. 

Q.  Then  in  your  charges  where  you  allege  that  Isaac  Stephen- 
son, as  such  candidate  for  such  re-election,  gave  to  one  E.  A. 
Edmonds,  of  the  city  of  Appleton,  Wisconsin,  then  an  elector  of 
the  state  of  Wisconsin  and  said  city  of  Appleton  a  valuable 
thing,  to-wit:  a  sum  of  money  in  excess  of  $106,000  and  ap- 
proximating the  sum  of  $250,000,  as  a  consideration,  etc.  you 
want  to  now  make  a  correction  that  the  amount  of  money  in  ex- 
cess of  $106,000  was  not.  given  to  ATr.  E.  A.  Edmonds,  but  was 
given  to  the  Free  Press? 

A.  I  don't  want  to  make  any  correction.  I  simply  explained 
that  whole  proposition. 

Q.  Hut  you   allege  that   was  given   to   Mr.    Edmonds? 

A.  But  I  explained.  I  have  gone  over  that  three  or  four 
times,  that  if  this  investigation  was — that  $100,000  that  you 
couldn't  prove  $101.1)00.  if  1  said  $50,000  you  couldn't  prove 
$59,000.  I  have  gone  over  that,  i  think  you  understand  my 
Idea. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.  In  other  words,  were  you  more  anxious  to  make  the  seope 
of  the  investigation  large  than  you  were  to  go  strictly  accord- 
ing to  the  truth? 

A.  My  purpose  was  and  is  today  that  this  investigation  would 
be  absolutely  thorough. 
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By  Mr.  I  [ambrechl  : 

Q.  You  made  ;i  statemenl  this  morning  thai  whal  you  said 
before  you  were  sworn  was  ex  parte.  Whal  did  you  mean  by 
that? 

A.  I  mighl  say.  Mr.  Eambreeht,  withou.1  any  reflection  on 
you,  that  I  am  not  an  instructor  n  law  and  1  am  not  giving 
definitions  of  legal  terms.  I  don'1  believe  that  you  want  to  be 
a  student  of  mine,  either. 

Q.  Well,  T  would  in  that  respect.  I  want  to  know  what  you 
meant  by  that  statement,  if  you  can   explain  it. 

A.  Well,  you  are  examining  me  aboul  something  that  occurred 
before  I  was  sworn. 

Q.  Well,  to  make  it  clear,  you  made  certain  statements  before 
the  committee  before  you  were  sworn,  and  after  you  were  sworn 
the  question  was  asked  as  to  whether  you  mean  to  have  those 
go  in  as  part  of  the  record  under  oath,  and  you  said  that  the 
statements  that  you  made  before  you  took  your  oath  were  mad" 
ex  parte.     Now  I  would  like  to  have  you  explain. 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  said  the  word  ex  parte  after  I  took 
my  oath  or  not.  I  would  have  to  refer  to  the  stenographer's 
report  on  that.  I  don't  think  that  the  distinction  amounts  to 
anything,  but  I  don't  want  to  make  a  statement — the  records 
will  show  that. 

Q.  I  would  just  as  soon  leave  that  until  they  are  printed,  but 
what  I  want  to  know  is  would  you  assume  to  say  under  oath 
what  you  did  say  when  you  were  not  under  oath? 

A.  I  am  not  going  to  testify  to  anything  of  that  kind,  because 
it  is  immaterial. 

Q.  Well,  it  isn't  immaterial  as  far  as  1  am  concerned,  and  if 
necessary  I  would  like  to  have  a  vote   called  on  that. 

A.  I  can't  go  into  that  subject. 

Mr.  Bray:     We  did  have  a  vote  on  that. 

By  Mr.  In  gal  Is: 

Q.  Senator,  when   did  you  last  have  this   information  which 
we  have  got  to  wait  for — these  documents  .' 
A.  That  I  last  had  it  ? 

Q.  When  did  you  have  them  in  your  possession  ' 
A.  You  mean  here  in  the  city  of  Madison? 
Q.  Yes,  or  home  ? 
A.  I  think  it  was  a  week  aso  that  I  had  the  information. 
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Q.  Did  you  scud  it  awa\  or  somebody  send  for  ii  or  carry 
it  away,  or  whal  became  of  it  .' 

A.   I  carried  it  away. 

Q.   And  lefl  it  .' 

A.  An. I  lefl  it. 

<L>.   !  )kI  \  mi  ,-it  t  h.-it  1  ime  exped  to  be  a  wi1  d 

a.  I  didn  "t  know ;  1  had  an  idea. 

Q    Now,  do  you  mean  to  say  thai  you  have  oo1  had  thai 
formation   in  your  possession   within  a  week? 

A.  No,  not  since  I  left  home  l.'isi  Monday.  I  l"fi  home  Las1 
Mionday.     I  haven'1   had  it  since  last  Monday.  / 

Q.  You   mean  yesterdaj    or  a  week  ago  yesterday? 

A.  A  week  ago  yesterday. 

Q.  You  haven'1  had  it  in  your  possession  since  a  week  ago 
Monday  .' 

A.    NO.  sir. 

Senator    Rusting:      You    mean    actual    or    constructive    poss    - 

sion  .' 

A.    Yes,  constructively    I    have  had   possession   of   ii. 

.Mi-.  Hambrecht:  You  have  had  the  constructive  possession 
now  ? 

A.   Yes.   I   have  the  constructive  possession  now. 

<v>.  The  purpose  of  your  nol  having  it  with  you  now  :s  som<  - 
thing  t  hat  is  personal  to  yoursel  f .' 

A.  Yes.  wholly  personal  to  myself. 

Q.  And  which  you  think  is  for  the  benefit  of  the  committee, 
the  fad  thai  you  are  not  giving  it  now.' 

A.    How  is  that? 

<t>.  You  think  it  is  beneficial  to  the  committee  that  you  haven't 
it  in  your  possession  .' 

A.  Oh,  I  don't  think  ii  makes  very  much  difference.  If  I 
had  it  here,  it  would  he  for  your  use.  1  am  Willing  to  produce 
what  I  have,  for  what  it  is  worth.  You  don't  need  to  worry 
about  that.  I  will  produce  it. 

Q.  Well,  I  am  not. 

By  .Mr.   Whitman: 

Q.  Mr.  Blaine,  you  said  something  aboul  a  greal  many  voters 

being  taken  away  from  Mr.  Cook  and  going  to  Mr.  Stephenson. 
in  Grant  comity.  Do  you  know  of  any  others  than  you  have 
spoken  of? 
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A.  Only  what  has  been  generally  rumored  in  the  city  of 
Platteville. 

(L>.  Do  you  knOW  Of  it  anywhere  else  outside  of  the  City  of 
Platteville.' 

A.   It  has  been  rumored  about  the  eapitol  here. 

Q.    I  mean  in  any  other  localities  in  Grant  county. 
A.    1   haven't   anything  in   mind  at   this  lime. 
Q.   Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Stephenson  spent  any  money 
at    Boscobel,  hiring  people .' 
A.    1   couldn't   say. 

Q,   Was  there  to  your  knowledge  any  one  in  the  city  of  Bos- 
cobel  who  was  looking  after  Stephenson's  interest? 
A.  1  don't  know. 

Q.  You  know  of  no  one  in  your  own  city  who  had  Stephen- 
son's  money   Or  any  workers  at    the   polls  .' 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it  because  I  was  not  in  the 
city  of  Boscobel  very  much  last  summer:  I  was  out  in  the 
count  ry. 

Q.  But  on  primary  day  was  there  anybody  working  for 
Stephenson? 

A.  I  did  not  observe.  I  went  to  the  polls  and  immediately 
left. 

Q.   So   that   as   to   anyone    having    bought    off   the    Cook   men. 
your  only  knowledge  is  that  you  obtained  from  Arput  and  East- 
man that  they  had   done  that  ? 
A.  Just  the  rumor. 
<x>.   No  one   in   particular? 

A.  T  think  that  what's  his  name — Delot,  down  there  got  out 
on  the  streets  of  Platteville  and  accused  a  large  number  of  sell- 
ing out  at  the  last  minute. 

Q.  Just  simply  a  rumor  that  you  have  heard,  confining  itself 
almost   entirely  to  the  city  of  Platteville? 
A.  In  that  particular  ease.  yes. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.   Can  you  tell  me  where  you  were  on  the  23rd  of  January  .' 
A.   On  the  23rd  of  January.' 

Q.  Yes.  You  filed  your  charges  on  the  26th,  Tuesday.  The 
23rd  would  be  Saturday  .' 

A.  Saturday  1  was  in  the  city  of  Madison. 
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Q.  Can  yi. ii  tel]   me  where  you  were  on  the  25th? 

A.  It  was  Monday .  wasn 'i   h  .' 

Q.   Yes. 

A.  I   was  mi  the  city  oi  Madison. 

<t>.  You  are  positive,  are  you  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

<x>.   Do  you  knew  where  you  were  on  the  22nd  ' 

A.  On  the  22nd  I  was  in  the  city  of  Madison. 

Mr.  Whitman:     Well,  where  were  you  Sunday? 

A.  I  was  in  the  city  of  Madison  and  also  in  the  citj  of  Mil- 
waukee. 

Mr.  Whitman:     Well,  thai   is  whal   he  wanted  to  find  out. 

<c>.  Von  were  in  Milwaukee  on  tin-  24th? 

A.  Thai   was  Sunday. 

<t>.  Yes. 

A.   1   was  in   Milwaukee  in  the  afternoon,  Sunday  afternoon. 

<v>.   Did  yon  visit   tin'  Journal  office .' 

A.  No,  I  did  not  visit  tin-  Journal  office. 

<v>.  1  don't  know  thai  yon  did.  There  is  ;i  rumor  thai  you 
visited  the  Journal  office  just  previous  to  your  filing  the  charges, 
and  I  thoughl  it  mighi  be  material  to  know  if  this  came  from  a 
Democratic  source.  Now  with  regard  to  your  experience  in 
politics.  Von  have  had  a  good  deal  of  experience  in  politics, 
Senator  ? 

A.  Why,  I  consider  it  somewhal  limited,  according  to  the 
experience  of  others,  if  yon  are  going  to  make  comparisons  here. 
Q.  I  wanl  to  know  whether  you  are  competenl  to  testify  from 
that  experience  as  to  what  are  legitimate  campaign  expenses? 
A.  When  yon  go  into  the  thousands  and  millions  T  must  s?^ 
thai  I  am  not  very  com]), -tent  to  testify,  excepting  as  to  what 
is   righl   or  wrong  use  of  money. 

Q.  In  minor  amounts  yon  think  yon  would  he  competenl  to 
testify  whether  a  thing  was  right  or  wrong? 

A..  "Why.  I  have  my  own  individual  opinion  aboul  the  use 
or  misuse  of  money  in  campaigns,  whether  the  amounts  are 
large  or  small,  hut  I  say  from  my  experience,  I  liave  never  spent 
any    large  sums  of  money. 

Q.  You  made  a  statement  thai   you   never  hired   men  yourself 
in  Grant  county  for  campaign   purposes? 
A.  Xo. 

30 
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Q.  You  did   not   in  your  own  congressional  campaign  .' 

(v>.  But  you  said,  J  think,  1  am  not  positive,  l>ut  I  think  you 
said   that  men   worked  for  yon.' 

A.  0,  yes,  many  of  them. 

Q.  Were  they  hired  by  ;m\  one  else .' 

A.  No. 

Q.   Did  state  game  wardens  work  for  yon.' 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

<v>.  As  a  matter  of  fact  don't  you  know  that  a  number  of  state 
game  wardens  went  down  to  your  county  during  your  congres- 
sional campaign? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  E.  L.  Tracy  was  sent  down  to  yom 
county? 

A.  I  know  that  he  came  down  to  the  city  of  Boscobel  at  mid- 
night and  I  sent  him  back  on  the  next  train  which  lefl  about 
an  hour  afterwards.  I  think  at  the  village  of  Fennimore  I  made 
a  general  denunciation  of  the  activity  of  federal  employes  and 
others  in  campaigns,  and  i  gave  the  same  information  to  Mr. 
Tracy,  even  though  he  might  have  been  in  ray  favor — I  am  not. 
certain  about  that. 

Q.  You  think  it  is  just  about  as  bad  to  buy  men  with  office 
as  witli  money  .' 

A.  Why.  if  it  is  used  illegitimately  1   certainly  do. 

Q.  I  said  to  buy  men  with  office? 

A.  If  you  are  buying  them.  yes.  a  purchase  by  any  valuable 
thing.     An  office  is  an  emolument;  it  might  be  a  valuable  thing. 

Q.  Or  to  buy  them  with  political  support? 

A.  Well.  I  don't  suppose  that  is  illegal  under  the  law. 

Q.  Mr.  Overbeck,  T  think,  was  state  game  warden  at  the  time 
you  ran  for  congress? 

A.  By  George.  I  don't  know  if  I  ever  met  the  gentleman.  I 
have  seen  some  one  around  here  they  call  Henry  Overbeck.  T 
don't  know  who  be  was  or  is. 

The  Chairman:     Anything  further. 

Mr.  Ilyzer:  Tf  T  may  be  permitted  to  ask  Senator  Blaine  a 
few  questions. 

Tlie  Chairman  :     Certainly. 
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By    Mr.    Ily/cr: 

<v>.  Senator,  have  you  any  information  of  any  kind,  personally 
or  by  hearsay,  in  support  of  charge  number  18,  exeepl  what  yw*i 
have  in  writing? 

A.  Wha1  numbers  are  those  .' 

Q.   13  only. 

A.  That  is  in  reference  to  you?     No,  I  haven't, 

<^.  Have  you  in  support  of  charge  number  13  any  statement 
in   writing? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  I  have  in  reference  to  that.  1  would  have 
to  look  over  those  papers,  hut  it  occurs  to  me  that  I  have.  I 
have  taken  down  whatever  the  information  is  and  whoever  gave 
it   is  put  down. 

Q.  Can  you  state  positively  whether  you  have  any  statement 
in  writing  in  support  of  charge  number  13? 

A.  I  think  that  I  have.  Mr.  Hyzer.  Now  thai  writing  may 
l»e  my  own  memorandum.     1  wouldn't  he  positive  about  that. 

<L>.  Any  writing,  I  mean  .' 

A.     Yes. 

(,).  If.  however,  it  he  in  your  own  handwriting  it  is  taken 
from  some  verbal  statement  made  to  you  .' 

A.  Made  to  mo.  yes.  If  it  is  my  handwriting,  it  would  be 
taken   from  a   verbal  statement  to  me. 

Q.  And  contains  no  information  otherwise  gained  exeepl  from 
the  person   who  made  that  statement  to  you  .' 

A.   No,   T   wouldn't   say   that. 

Q.  Have  you  the  statement  of  more  than  one  person  in  sup- 
port of  charge  number  13  .' 

A.  1  wouldn't  swear  positively  as  to  that.  There  might  be 
the  statement  of  two  or  three.  If  you  will  remember  in  my 
speech  before  the  state  senate  in  reference  to  those  eharges,  I. 
laid  particular  stress  upon  those — some  of  those  that  1  nave  dis- 
cussed today,  especially  the  first,  second  and  third,  in  reference 
to  the  duty  of  the  legislature  to  go  into  those  subjects  and  in- 
vestigate them.  Now  the  other  charges  arc  made  from  such  in- 
formation as  T  received,  so  that  the  investigation  could  proceed. 
if  confined  to  specific,  charges,  along  broad  lines. 

Q.  Would  T  be  correct,  Senator  Blaine,  if  I  assumed  that  these 
charges,  sixteen  in  number,  were  drawn  and  presented  by  you 
rather  in  the  nature  of  a  complaint  or  information,  so  that  the 
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legislature  or  any  committee  thereof  might  have  the  scope  of  the 
investigation  before  them,  rather  than  as  charges  made  by  you? 

A  So  thai  they  may  have  the  scope  of  the  investigation  and 
the  specific  violations  of  Law?  No1  only  specific  charges  in  re- 
lation to  some  particular  person,  hut  also  specific  violations  of 
law.  Now  a  specific  violation  of  law  might,  and  certainly  would 
if  there  was  any  violation  of  law.  include  a  Large  number  of 
persons.  I  didn't  attempt  to  get  the  names  of  those  persons 
or  who  they  were;  I  didn't  do  it;  I  didn'1  have  power  enough 
to  do  it.  I  assumed  that  the  duty  of  the  committee  would  he  to 
go  into  those  matters.  This  would  inform  them  of  specific  viola- 
tions of  law. 

Q.  Yes.  hut  your  purpose  in  making  charges,  apparently 
separate,  by  numbering  the  paragraphs,  was  not,  to  make  sixteen 
specific  charges,  but  to  make  the  entire  document  such  as  would 
permit  full  investigation  and  in  addition  all  competent  tesi i- 
mony. 

A.  1  had  no  idea  of  number,  whether  it  was  five,  six  or  six- 
teen. 1  embodied  such  information  as  I  had  in  the  charges,  and 
drafted  ila  charges  so  that  there  would  he  a  fair  investigation  if 
limited  to  specific  charges — not  specific  persons,  hut  specific  viola- 
tions of  the  law  as  well. 

Q.  But  the  scope  of  the  charge  was  purposely  made  such  that 
the  committee  could  pursue  an  investigation  whether  there  was  a 
specific  charge  or  not — isn't  that  true? 

A.  1  wouldn't  put  it  just  that  way.  I  think  that  1  have  put  this 
quite  plainly  with  reference  to  some  of  these  charges. 

Q.  Are  any  of  the  statements,  if  there  is  more  than  one.  in  sup- 
port of  charge  number  13,  under  oath.' 

A.  1  think  not.  There  are  not  any  of  the  statements  under 
oath. 

().  Are  any  of  them,  or  if  there  is  hut  one  is  that  one.  signed 
by  the  party  making  it  ? 

A.  I  wouldn't  say  whether  some  of  that  information  was  con- 
veyed by  ktter  or  not.  If  it  was.  it  was  signed  by  the  party.  If 
in  my  own  handwriting,  it  wasn't. 

Q.  Did  you  examine  any  witnesses  in  relation  to  Charge  13,  and 
write  down  what  they  said.' 

A.    [  took  statement-  of  what  was  told  me  and  wrote  it  down. 

Q.  You  are  unable  to  recall  now  whether  there  was  more  than 
one  statement  or  one  or  more  than  one  witness  : 
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A.  I  wanl  to  place  this  information  before  the  committee  in  a 
definite  proposition,  and  I  don't  want  to  confuse  whal  I  might  sa\ 
now  with  what  would  In-  definite  later  mi.  That  is  the  only  pur- 
]i,  »se. 

Q.  But  when  you  produce  before  this  committee  the  written 
statemenl  which  you  have  referred  to,  you  will  have  furnished  this 
committee  then  all  the  information  which  you  have  with  reference 
to  ( lharge  13  ? 

A.  1  think  so.  I'nless  it  he-  some  rumors  thai  I  <1  m't  recall  at 
this  time,  and  that  I  am  not  testifying  to. 

Q.  And  you  do  not  intend  to  testify  to — 1  mean  you  don't  in- 
clude in  support  of  charge  number  L3? 

A.   \o. 

Q.  Do  you  regard,  Senator,  the  filing  of  written  charges  as  a 
member  of  the  state  senate  of  Wisconsin,  before  that  body,  as  a 
pretty  solemn  act  ? 

A.  As  a  solemn  act  ? 

Q.    Yes. 

A.  I  regard  it  as  my  duty  to  deliver  to  the  legislature  such  in- 
formation thai  I  have  to  guide  them  in  the  selection  of  Tnited 
States  senator. 

Q.  \\  ould  you  regard  it  as  your  duty,  before  charging  any  citi- 
zen with  a  crime,  before  making  that  charge  before  the  state  .sen- 
ate ol  Wisconsin,  to  make  any  inquiry  whatever  as  to  whether  it 
was  true  or  not  ? 

A.  Such  inquiry  as  [  deem  sufficient  under  the  circumstances,  I 
refer,  however,  to  candidates  for  office — not  as  to  citizens —  the 
act  ( if  any  candidate. 

Q.  Xow,  suppose  you  were  about  to  charge  a  citizen  of  the  state 
of  Wisconsin,  not  a  candidate  for  any  office,  with  a  violation  of 
the  criminal  laws  of  Wisconsin,  criminal  statutes,  you  were  about 
to  make  that  charge  before  the  legislature  of  the  state  of  Wiscon- 
sin, wouldn't  you  regard  it  as  your  duly  to  make  some  inquiry  as 
to  whether  that  charge  was  true  or  not? 

A.  Sufficient  information  or  inquiry  to  put  the  state  legislature 
upon  notice,  that  they  may  have  an  opportunity  to  investigate  the 
charge  that  might  be  made  by  myself  or  that  has  been  made  by 
others  that  I  might  not  know  of.  I  don't  stand  in  the  position  of 
a  single  person  in  this  matter.  It's  in  a  representative  capacity. 
Any  information  that  should  be  conveyed  to  the  legislature  of 
W  isconsin  affecting  the  question  of  (■lection  of  United  States  sen- 
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.ator  at  the  time  I  filed  these  charges,  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  bring 

them  before  the  legislature  as  I  have  done. 
O.  Would  you  consider  it  your  duty.  Senator,  if  somebody — 
A.   Now,  Mr.  Hyzer;  just  a  moment.     Of  course  your  point  is 

in  reference  to  yourself  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Tins  is  not  an  attack  upon  Mr.  Hyzer,  but  so  far  as  it  re- 
lates to  Mr.  Hyzers  activity  in  the  campaign  for  United  States 
senator,  by  or  with  the  advice  or  consent  of  a  candidate  for  United 
States  senator,  why.  this  information  had  been  conveyed  to  the 
legislature  and  they  can  investigate  that  proposition — by  you  or 
by  your  subordinates. 

0.  Well,  viiii  charge  me.  Senator  Blaine,  before  the  legislature 
of  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  with  violating  the  criminal  statute-  of 
Wisconsin.  1  f  somebody  just  told  you  about  it.  would  you  fee!  at 
liberty  to  make  that  charge  before  the  legislature  of  the  state  of 
Wisconsin  without  making  any  further  iiiquiry? 

A.  You  misconceive  the  proposition.  It  isn't  Hyzer,  it's  Steph- 
enson that's  concerned  in  this  matter.  If  L  wanted  to  prosecute 
you  for  violating  the  criminal  code,  I  would  go  before  a  justice  of 
the  peace  and  make  out  my  complaint,  or  to  the  grand  jury.  Mow, 
I  am  not  prosecuting  you  or  attempting  to. 

Q.  Will  you  please  read  the  question. 

( Question  read.) 

A.  On  the  information  and  the  answer  in  which  1  have  made  it. 
[  would  s;iv.  certainly.  Now,  if  1  were  going  to  attack  you  before 
the  legislature.  1  wouldn't  make  this  kind  of  a  charge,  I  would  go 
into  the  courts  to  do  it.  But  you  are  not  concerned  in  this  matter 
so  far  as  you  are  an  individual.  You  are  a  representative  of  a 
railroad  company,  as  counsel,  appearing  before  this  committee  as 
counsel  for  Senator  Stephenson. 

O.  Do  you  still  say.  Senator  Blaine,  that  by  any  conduct  I  vio- 
lated chapter  492  of  the  laws  of  1905? 

A.  If  the  information  that  was  conveyed  to  me  is  correct,  why. 
you  probably  violated  that  section.  But  1  am  not  trying  you  at 
this  time. 

Q.   Do  you  make  the  charge  yet? 

A.    I  leave  the  charge  as  it  is  stated  in  these  charges. 

O.    You  leave  it  a-  it  is? 

A.   Certainly. 

().    But  vnu  say  you  make  no  attack  on  me? 
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A.  Why.  mil  on  you  individually,  Mr.  Hyzer.  \'<<\\  should 
differentiate  between  Mr.  Hyzer,  the  private  citizen,  and  Mr. 
Hyzer,  the  attorney  for  the  Northwestern  Railway  Company 
and  attorney  for  Senator  Stephenson. 

(t(.  Can  Mr.  Hyzer  be  innocenl  in  one  ease  and  criminal  in  the 
other?  Can  I  cominil  a  crime,  Senator  Blaine,  as  attorney  for 
the  Northwestern  road  or  as  attorney  for  Senator  Stephenson, 
and  be  innoeent  in  my  individual  capacity? 

A.   Well,  I  am  no1  going  to  try  you  before  tins  committee. 

(L».   I  don'1  want  to  be  personal  now,  Senator  Blaine. 

A.  Well,  if  you  will  tell  me  the  imporl  of  your  question  or 
have  any  other  purpose  than  to  simply  detracl  the  mind  of  the 
legislature  and  the  mind  of  the  people  from  .Mr.  Stephenson  to 
.Mr.  Hyzer,  why.  your  questions  arc  pertinent;  bul  il  it  is  to 
confine  yourself  to  the  investigation  as  relating  to  .Mr.  Steph- 
enson, your  (piestions  are  very  impertinent.  I  am  oo1  trying 
you,  nor  investigating  yon.  nor  prosecuting  yon. 

Q.  All  right.  And  I  am  doing,  Senator  Blaine,  what  yon 
would  do  under  the  same  circumstances.  I  am  simply  en- 
deavoring to  gel  at  what  yon  intended  to  charge,  that's  all. 
and  1  will  pass  from  it  ;    I  don't  care  to  dwell  on  it. 

The  ( 'hairman  :     Anything  further  .' 

.Mr.   Hyzer:     Yes. 

Q.  In  most  of  the  paragraphs  set  forth  in  your  charges  you 
allege  certain  ads  to  have  been  committed  corruptly  and  un- 
lawfully.     Wha1  do  yon  mean  by  those  terms,  Senator? 

A.    Do  you  want  to  become  a  student  under  my  instructions? 

Q.  I  want  to  know  what  you  mean  by  your  own  language  .' 

A.  I  mean  just  what  the  language  purports  to  mean.  T  can't 
make  it  any  plainer.  I  would  like  to  enlighten  you.  The 
words  ""corrupt  ami  unlawful"  have  certain  meanings  thai 
are  jnst  as  familiar  to  you.  probably  more  so.  than  they  arc  to 

Hie. 

Q.  You  moan  to  include  in  these  terms  or  either  of  them  the 
direct  purchase  of  voters  .' 

A.  Certainly.  I  mean  to  include  bribery.  "Bribery"  means 
the  buying  of  votes. 

Q.  Will  you  pardon  me  if  I  call  your  attention  to  the  ques- 
tion which  I  ask-.'      I  don't  know  hut  you  had  it   in  mind. 
Question  read. 

<t>.   (continued)     I  don't  mean.  Senator,  the  direel  influence 
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which  may  be  exercised  on  voters  by  1 1  i i ■  i 1 1 ^  them  to  do  some- 
thing employing  them  to  do  certain  work.  I  mean  the  di- 
red  purchase  of  ;i  vote. 

A.  Thai  is  just  what  it  is.  I  have  explained  it.  It  is  the  ab- 
solute purchase  oi  a  vote,  as  I  have  explained  it. 

Q.   Well,  what  is  an  absolute  purchase  of  a  vole  .' 

A.  As  I  have  testified  here  this  afternoon. 

Q.   Well,  1  don't  \v;mt  that,  Senator,  just  now.  ii  yon  please. 

A.  Vmi  mean  if  I  go  out  and  ask  a  voter  ii  In-  will  take  $10 
1  or  his  vote,  and  pay  him  >f0<) .' 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  include  that  in  the  term  "corruptly  and 
unlawfully  .'" 

A.   I   mean  to  include  it   all. 

Q.   Both  thai  and  tin-  indirect  method. 

A.  The  entire  bribery  in  the  last  primary  election. 

Q.  No,  I  am  not  talking  aboul  the  last  primary  election. 

A.  Now.  you  <-an  make  the  fine  distinction  of  "directly  or 
indirectly"  if  you  want  to.  1  don't  make  that  distinction.  I 
assume  it  is  quite  necessary  to  make  that  fine  distinction  if  tins 
investigation  is  carried  on. 

<v>.  No,  I  am  trying  to  gel  at,  Senator,  and  I  think  rightly, 
what  you  mean  by  your  charges.  Do  you  mean  to  include  the 
direct  purchase  of  voters? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  well  as  1  lie  indirect  .' 

A.  Well,  I  don't  call  it  indirect.  I  don't  make  that  tine  dis- 
tinction. 

l^.  Let  me  ask  you  this:  Do  you  think  votes  may  he  secured 
for  a  particular  candidate  directly  as  well  as  indirectly.' — or. 
I  might  more  properly  say  indirectly  as  well  as  directly? 

A.  Well,  may  he  procured — votes  are  procured  in  many 
ways:  Personal  influence,  the  ability  of  a  man,  all  those  things 
will  procure  votes.  I  don't  know  whether  you  would  call  that 
directly  or  indirectly.     I  can't  make  that  fine  distinction. 

Q.  Let  me  see — 
v     A.    (interrupting)      I  can't  make  as  tine  a  distinction  as  you 
would  like  me  to  make,  in  reference  to  the  bribery  of  voters. 
Anything  that  is  bribery  is  direct  bribery.     If  you  want  to  call 
it  indirect    1  don't  think  it  makes  any  difference. 

Q.  It  may  make  a  difference  in  the  consideration  of  the 
quesl  ion. 
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A.  Well,  I  can'1  see  it.  You  can  go  along  with  those  forms 
of  questions  until  doomsday  and  you  wouldn'1  gel  me  to 
change  my  opinion  in  reference  to  this  matter. 

Q.  j  don'1  wanl  to  change  yum-  opinion.  I  am  only  seek- 
ing to  gel  ;ii  vvhal  you  mean. 

A.   Well,  you  have  go1  ou1  .just  what  I  mean. 

<j).  Well,  1**1  us  see  whether  I  have  or  not.  II'  I  have,  I  don'1 
know  it,  and  I  don'1  believe  I  have.  Suppose  votes  are  secured 
by  hiring  a  man  ;it  $5  a  day  1<>  work  at  the  pulls,  and  I  will 
put  into  thai  question  whal  you  have  alreadysaid-  I  want  to 
be  perfectly  fair  about  it  that  the  man  who  accepts  the  $5  a 
day  for  doing  the  work  would  have  voted  differently  had  In' 
not  been  so  employed.  Now.  would  you  call  that  direcl  brib- 
ery .' 

A.  I  think  it  is  dired  bribery  in  an  indirect  way.  Thai  is, 
it  is  bribery.  I  don't  qualify  the  word  bribery.  Bribery  is 
bribery  by  whatever  means  il  is  conducted.  Yep  arc  talking 
about  the  means  of  bribery,  tin'  means  of  bribing. 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  gel  at  whal  yon  mean  by  eharging  certain 
people  with  corrupl   praet  ices  .' 

A.  Well,  if  it  is  bribery,  it  is  direct,  isn't  it.  and  it  is  unlaw- 
ful! 

Q.  Certainly. 

A.  Now.  if  tlie  bribery  is  done  directly  il  is  still  bribery, 
isn't  it  .' 

Q.  Certainly. 

A.    If  it  is  done  indirectly,  it  is  then  bribery. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  know  is  whether  you  mean  to  charge  di- 
rect or  indirect  corruption  .' 

A.  Why.  it  is  inclusive.  The  words  "corrupl  and  unlawful'* 
are  inclusive.      Direcl  and  indirect  means  bribery. 

Q.  Thank  you.  Now,  do  you  know  a  single  instance  in  the 
last  primary  of  any  direct  bribery  of  voters  as  you  have  just: 
defined  direct  bribery  .' 

A.  As  I  have  testified  to.     T  think  if  is  direct  bribery. 

Q.  Now,  answer  my  question. 

A.    Indirect   means. 

The  Chairman:    Doesn't  that  answer  your  question  .' 

Mr.  Hyzer :  T  think  not.  Mr.  Chairman,  because  it  embodies 
in  the  answer  all  that  he  has  testified  To  heretofore.  I  will  put 
the  question  again,  however. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  of  ;i  single  instance  in  the  last  primary  cam- 
paign, Senator,  where  any  voter  has  been  offered  money  di- 
rectly and  expressly  Tor  the  purpose  of  getting  his  vole 

A.  I  think  1  have  fully  covered  that,  the  instance  that  I  have 
stated,  indirect    means. 

Q.   Will  you  answer  thai  question? 

A.  I  answer  it  "Yes,"  eertainly,  with  the  qualifications  that 
I  made. 

Q.  In  short,  you  won't  answer  it,  will  you.  Senator,  by  yes 
or  no. 

A.  1  think  1  have  gone  into  that  \i'\-y  thoroughly,  Mr.  Hyzer. 
1  am  very  much  astonished  at  your  dilatory  tactics,  worming 
around  and  worming  in.     !t  is  about  time  for  you  to  stop. 

Q.  Do  you  think  so.  Senator?  1  will  leave  it  to  the  com- 
mittee. 

A.   I  will  too. 

The  Chairman  :  Well.  I  will  say  so  far  as  this  end  of  the  com- 
mittee is  concerned,  I  think  it  is  entirely  immaterial  as  to  what 
he  meant  in  anything  he  said  in  any  one  of  these  charges.  We 
are  not  trying  these  issues  out  on  those  charges.  This  com- 
mittee on  conference  framed  up  some  resolutions  which  were 
adopted  irrespective  of  what  Senator  Blaine  or  Senator  I  lust- 
ing or  anyone  else  had  said,  either  in  writing,  or  orally,  ana 
this  matter  is  being  tried  out  on  that  resolution  framed  by  the 
committee  on  conference  and  adopted  by  both  branches  of  the 
legislature.  The  question  as  to  just  what  Senator  Blaine  meant 
by  words  that  he  used  in  his  charges,  or  what  Senator  Husting 
meant  by  words  that  In1  used  in  his  charges,  or  what  I  meant 
by  words  that  I  used  when  I  was  discussing  this  question  before 
the  resolution  was  adopted,  or  what  any  other  senator  or  as- 
semblyman said,  makes  absolutely  no  difference  whatever,  and 
it  is  simply  a  waste  of  time.  Now.  I  presume  that  the  majority 
of  this  committee  thinks  that  it  important,  but  1  want  to  go 
on  record  as  saying  that  1  think  it  is  not  important  and  that  we 
are  wasting  time. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  In  view  of  that  statement.  Mr:  Chairman,  T 
ought  certainly  to  suspend  the  examination. 

The  Chairman:  Well,  the  chairman  isn't  the  whole  thing 
here. 

(Question  read.) 
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The  Chairman:  Wha1  I  said  didn't  relate  particularly  to 
thai  question. 

.Mr.  [ngalls:  I  would  think.  .Mr.  Chairman,  thai  with  refer- 
ence t<>  thai  quesl inn.  it   is  ;i  proper  one. 

The  Chairman:  Yes,  that  would  be  ;i  proper  question.  I 
understood  thai  was  answered. 

A.  I  think  thai  has  been  answered.  I  will  answer  it  again, 
as  I  have  repeatedly  answered  it.  thai  as  I  understand  bribery 
it  imM  a  question  of  whether  it  is  direcl  or  indirect;  it  is  the 
question  oi  the  dired  or  indirect  means  of  committing  bribery. 

.Mi1.  Hyzer:    1  will  change  the  question. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  The  question  is  ;ill  righl  as  "far  ;is  I  am  con- 
cerned. 

I  <t»ni'si  ion  read.  I 

Q.  (continued)  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  in  the  hist 
primary  when  any  direct  means  have  been  used  upon  voters 
to  secure 'their  votes — direct  bribery,  or  direct  means  of  brib- 
ery .' 

A.  That  is  a  men-  matter  of  argument,  Mi'.  Hyzer;  what  I 
mighl  mean,  or  yon  mighl  meyu. 

Q.  I  was  asking  what  you  meant. 

A.  Now.  is  that  material,  what  I  meant?  It  is  what  I  testi- 
fied to.      I  submit  that  now  fairly  to  yon.  Mr.  Hyzer. 

By  Mr.  Whitman: 

Q.  Well,  supposing  we  should  say  this:  That  direct  brib- 
ery means  going  to  a  person  and  giving  him  a  dollar  fur  his 
vote.  Now.  we  will  assume  that  that  is  what  we  mean  by  that. 
Do  you  know  of  any  cases  of  thai  sort. 

A.  I  haven '1  personal  knowledge  id' that  kind  of — as  you  put 
it — no. 

Q.  All  the  bribery  you  do  know  of  is  of  the  kind  which  Mr. 
Hyzer  would  term  indirect,  hut  which  you  don't  distinguish 
from  direct  .' 

A.  T  assume  that  that  is  the  correct  position,  yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  If  Mr.  Hyzer  hasn't  finished  his  cross  examina- 
tion, he  has  a  right  to  cross-examine.  lie  is  here  representing 
Mr.  Stephenson.  I  would  move  that  he  continue  his  cross  ex- 
amination. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Well,  now.  pardon  me.  gentlemen.  I  don't 
mean  to  take  up  any  necessary  time  in  cross  examination,  and 
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I  suppose  thai  if  the  statements  which  Senator  Blaine  says  1m* 
will  produce  are  brought  here,  a  further  examination  tnighl  be 
had  with  reference  to  that. 

The  Chairman:  1  understand  that  is  agreed  on,  and  thai  qo1 
only  will  the  statements  be  produced,  I  nil  Senator  Blaine  will 
be  here  l<>  testify  further. 


Rodney  Sackett,  being  first  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Senator  Morris: 

Q.   Where  do  you  reside.  Mr.  Sackett? 

A.   My  Legal  residence.  I  presume,  is  Berlin,  Wisconsin. 

Q.   Berlin,  Wisconsin  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  lon^  have  you  lived  there? 

A.  Alnuil  thirty-five  years. 

Q.   What  is  your  occupation  .' 

A.  One  of  the  clerks  of  the  United  States  senate. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  at  Washington  ? 

A.  Between  seven  and  eight  years,  I  believe. 

Q.    Do  you  know  Senator  Stephenson.' 

A.   1  do. 

Q.  What,  if  anything,  did  you  have  to  do  in  connection  with 
his  campaign  for  the  senatorship? 

A.  I  endeavored  to  help  manage  it.  I  helped  Mr.  Edmonds 
manage  it. 

Q.   Well,  were  you  his  manager  or  one  of  his  managers? 

A.  I  was  rather  an  assistant  to  Mr.  Edmonds. 

<!>.   Mr.  Edmonds  was  the  manager? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(,>.  Did  you  work  exclusively  under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Ed- 
monds? 

A.  I  didn't  work  exclusively  under  his  direction,  no,  sir. 
That  is,  I  did  some  things  thai  were  not  directed  by  Mr.  Ed- 
monds, possibly. 

Q.  As  to  the  things  which  you  did  do  no1  under  his  direction. 
under  whose  direction  did  you  do  those? 

A.  On  my  own  authority  from  Senator  Stephenson. 
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<t>.  <  Mi   your  owe    authority    from   Senator   Stephenson.     I  >" 
yon  mean  by  thai  under  Senator  Stephenson's  direction'? 
A.   I  nder  ;i  general  direction  from  him,  yes.  sir. 
Q.   When  did  you  firsl  become  connected  with  the  campaign  .' 
A.  Alx.ut  the  ls1  of  July. 
Q.   AI...111  the  Ki  of  July  .' 
A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   Where  bad  you  been  jusl   prior  to  that? 
A.   In  Berlin  jusl  prior,  for  a  week  or  so  prior  to  that. 
Q.  And  prior  to  the  time  you  were  a1   Berlin,  were  you  at 
Washington  .' 

.'v.   A1  the  Chicago  convention.     Then  at  Washington. 
Q.   Did  your  connection  with  the  campaign  commence  prior 
or  after  the  ( Ihicago  convention  .' 
A.  After  the  (  hicago  convenl  ion. 
Q.  Aboul  two  weeks .' 

A.  I  couldn't  state  the  date  exactly,  but  i1  was  shortly  after 
Senator  Stephenson  made  the  announcement  thai  he  would  be 
a  candidate. 

<v>.  Prior  to  the  time  of  the  Chicago  com  eniion  where  had  yon 
been  .' 

A.   In   Washington. 

Q.   Did  you  go  directly  to  Chicago  from  Washington? 
A.    From  Washington  to  Chicago,  yes,  sir. 
Q.  To  the  convention  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.   And  then  you  went  to  Berlin? 
A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.    And  remained  there  yon  think  about  a  week? 
A.  About  that  time.     I  couldn't  state  the  time  exactly. 
Q.   Then  you  became  engaged  in  the  campaign? 
A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  receive  the  invitation  to  take  part  in 
the  campaign  ? 

A.   Senator  Stephens"  m. 
O.  Was  that  by  letter  or  personal  interview? 
A.    hie  telephoned  me  to  come  to  Marinette  and  I  went  up  there 
and  talked  to  him  and  went  to  Milwaukee  and  went  to  work. 

O.  What  conversation  did  you  have  with  Senator  Stephenson 
at  Marinette  ? 

A.  As  I  remember  it.  it  was  a  general  direction  to  me  to  u'O  to 
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Milwaukee  and  ge\  our  offices  and  start  things,  and  the  cant  inn 
was  given  to  me  at  that  time,  and  frequently  afterwards,  to  keep 
within  the  law. 

O.  Well,  that  was  before  his  campaign  had  started? 

A.   That  was  part  of  my  instructions  in  starting  out. 

O.  Was  there  any  occasion  at  that  time  to  caution  you  to  keep 
within  the  law  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  occasion  except  that  he  wanted  me  to  do- 
nothing  that  was  contrary  to  law. 

(J.  So  far  as  Mr.  Stephenson  knew  at  that  time  you  had  never 
violated  the  law,  had  yon? 

A.   Not  to  my  knowledge,  no,  sir. 

Q.  And  what  was  the  occasion  for  his  calling  attention  to  that 
at  that  time  ? 

A.  Why,  I  really  couldn't  say  why  he  did.  lie  did.  His  rea- 
sons I  can't  give. 

O.  And  he  did  it  repeatedly,  did  he? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  during  the  campaign. 

Q.   Xo,  I  am  speaking  of  the  visit  at  Marinette? 

A.  Xo.  1  don't  remember  of  his  saying  so  but  once  at  that  timer 
but  he  said  positively  that  "whatever  you  do,  keep  within  the  law." 

O.  That  was  at  Marinette? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  was  said  with  regard  to  the  use  of  money  in  the  cam- 
paign, while  you  were  at  Marinette? 

A.  There  was  very  little  said  about  the  use  of  money  at  that 
time. 

O.  Where  did  you  meet  the  senator,  at  his  office  or  at  his  home? 

A.  At  the  house. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  there? 

A.  I  believe  I  arrived  on  Saturday  night  at — oh,  it  was  along 
in  the  night  some  time,  ten  or  eleven  o'clock,  and  I  went  to  his 
house  and  talked  with  him  that  night,  talked  to  him  in  his  office 
the  next  day,  and  left  for  Milwaukee  that  night,  Sunday  night,  on 
a  train  leaving  some  time  in  the  night. 

Q.   Were  you  alone  with  him  while  at  Marinette? 

A.  (  )n  some  occasions,  yes. 

Q.  Well,  what  1  want  to  know  is  whether  anyone  else  was  there 
to  see  him  in  regard  to  the  campaign.  Mr.  Edmonds  or  any  other 
supporter  of  his  ? 

A.  Mr.  Puelicher  was  there. 
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Q.   .M  r.  i  'uelicher  was  there  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   I  M  Mr.  Puelicher  go  up  with  you? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   \  i  m  went  up  t<  >gether  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.   Did  vi hi  return  to  Milwaukee  together? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  I  understand  it.  Mr.  Puelicher  was  present  pari  of  the 
time  and  pari  of  the  time  he  was  not? 

A.  As  |  remember  it,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Puelicher  present  at  the  time  when  the  senator 
cautioned  you  with  regard  to  the  improper  use  of  money? 

A.    I  couldn't  say  positively. 

Q.  What  arrangement,  if  any,  was  made  at  that  time  to  finance 
the  campaign  ? 

A.  A  check  was  sent  to  Mr.  Puelicher,  or  given  to  him,  I  don't 
know  which,  which  I  was  to  draw  on  for  what  money  1  needed. 
The  amount  of  the  check  at  that  time  I  couldn't  state  positively. 

Q.    Mo  money  was  paid  to  you  directly  at  that  time? 

A.    \'o.  sir. 

(  ).    By  the  senator? 

A.    Xo.  sir. 

(J.  What  was  said,  if  anything,  in  regard  to  your  compensation 
with  regard  to  that  campaign? 

A.  Nothing  at  that  time.  Previous  to  that  time  though  I  vol- 
unteered my  services  in  case  he  became  a  candidate. 

Q.  After  you  returned  to  Milwaukee  what  was  the  first  action 
you  took  with  reference  to  the  campaign? 

A.   To  rent  offices  and  furnish  them. 

Q.  \'ow,  I  take  it  that  you  have  received  money  from  time  to 
time  to  he  used  in  the  campaign — that  is  true,  isn't  it? 

A.  1  drew  money  from  the  hank.  The  money  was  left  in  the 
bank.  I  received  personally  only  one  check  for  $5000.  The  date 
1  don't  remember,  hut  \  put  it  in  the  bank.  I  think  it  occurs  in 
Senator  Stephenson's  report. 

O.  Xow,  that  $5000,  as  1  understand,  was  all  the  money  you 
ever  drew? 

A.  The  only  money  that  Senator  Stephenson  ever  gave  directly 
to  me  in  this  campaign. 

Q.  Senator  Stephenson  gave  you  that  money  directly? 
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A.  ( rave  me  a  check. 

Q.  When  did  he  give  it  to  you? 

A.  I  don't  remember  the  exact  date,  but  I  think  his  report  will 
show  it. 

O.  Was  it  in  Milwaukee  ? 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

Q.   Do  yini  remember  where  it  was  at  Milwaukee? 

A.    Yes,  sir,  at  the  I'rister  1  Intel. 

Q.    Do  you  know  when  it  was? 

A.  The  date  I  couldn't  say,  but  it  was  in  the  morning  before  the 
bank  had  opened. 

Q.  Did  1  understand  you  to  say  that  the  report  will  show  when 
it  was  ? 

A.    i  believe  Senator  Stephenson's  report  shows  it. 

Q.   I  don't  think  it  shews  any  date. 

A.  Well,  1  don't  remember  the  date. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  an  account  of  the  money  you  paid  out? 

A.  I  kept  a  sort  of  an  account,  hut  I  was  very  busy,  and  I 
couldn't  keep  regular  books.  1  kept  memoranda  on  cards  or  slips 
of  paper  and  any  way  that  I  could. 

O.  Well,  now,  to  get  at  this  thing  as  clearly  as  we  can — did  you 
keep  any  book  containing  an  account  of  the  moneys  received  and 
disbursed  by  you  during  the  campaign? 

A.   Xo.  sir. 

Q.   You  kept  no  hook  ? 

A.    Xo,  sir. 

Q.   Did  you  cause  to  be  kept  a  hook  by  anyone  else? 

A.   Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  account  anywhere  which  will  show  the 
amounts  of  money  received  by  you  and  disbursed  in  the  campaign 
by  you  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  that  I  do.  except  the  memoranda  that  1  have 
kept  myself. 

Q.   Have  you  that  memoranda  now? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  from  that  memoranda  what  became  of  the 
S.'iiNio  check  which  the  senator  himself  gave  you? 

A.   T  cannot,  hut  T  can  tell  that  from  memory  exactly. 

O.  You  kept  no  memorandum  as  to  that  ? 

A.  I  kept  no  memorandum  as  to  that,  no.  sir. 
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( ).  Well,  now,  will  yon  state  from  memory  what  you  did  with 
thai  $5000? 

A.  I  placed  it  in  Marshall  &  llsley's  hank-  to  be  placed  with  the 
other  funds,  to  be  drawn  on  by  receipl  by  me  or  Mr.  Edmonds, 

Q.  What  was  the  manner  or  method  adopted  in  putting  the 
money  in  the  Marshall  &  [lsley  hank? 

A.  I  really  don't  know  anything  about  the  hank's  methodj  hut  I 
put  that  $5000 — if  you  will  allow  me  to  stick  to  that  for  a  mo- 
ment I  put  that  $5000  in  there  and  issued  receipts  "Received  of 
the  bank  so  much  money"  and  passed  them  into  the  paying  teller 
and  got  the  money  or  the  checks  for  it  as  I  wanted. 

<  I  Well,  now,  I  don't  know  that  J  understand,  but  this  was  a 
check  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    And  y<  >u  endorsed  it  ? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  got  the  money  on  it? 

A.  \o,  sir,  I  endorsed  it  and  left  it  in  the  hank  and  got  the 
money  later  by  drawing  it  on  receipts. 

O-  What  did  you  have  in  the  mean  time  to  show  for  the  money? 

A.   Nothing. 

(  ).  You  endorsed  the  check  and  turned  it  over  to  the  hank,  and 
received  nothing  in  return  for  it? 

A.    I  did.  yes,  sir. 

Q.    With   whom   was   that   transaction: 

A.  It  was  the  man  at  the  paying  teller's  window.  1  couldn't 
remember  the  man's  name  or  I  wouldn't  know  him  if  I  were  to 
see  him,  positively;  but  the  man  at  the  paying  teller's  window 
was  the  man  who  got  the  check. 

Q.    I  lad  you  known  this  man  before? 

A.  I  had  known  that  the  man  at  that  window  had  honored  my 
receipts  for  the  money  when  I  passed  them  in. 

O-  Kid  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  at  the  time  you 
endorsed  the  check  and  turned  it  over  to  him? 

A.  Xot  that  I  remember,  except  that  I  told  him  to  put  it  with 
our  other  funds. 

().   (  )h,  you  had  other  funds  there  at  that  time? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q-  Then  you  endorsed  the  check,  delivered  it  to  the  man  at  the 
window,  and  told  him  to  put  it  with  your  other  funds. 

A.  With   the   other    funds   belonging  to  the    Stephenson    cam- 
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paign  committee,  was  what  I  meant.  I  don't  know  just  what 
the  words  were.     That  is  what  I  meant  to  tell  him. 

Q.  I  understand  that  is  the  only  money  paid  you  by  Senator 
Stephenson  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

(  ;.  Did  ycu  collect  any  other  m<  ney  of  anyone  else  during  the 
campaign  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

(  ).  That  $5,000  is  all  the  money  that  you  handled  during  the 
campaign  ? 

A.  All  the  money  that  I  received  directly  from  Senator  Ste- 
phenson. I  took  money  out  of  the  hank  that  he  had  deposited 
there  at  various  times. 

Q-  I  will  ask  you'this  question,  then:  aside  from  this  $5,000 
the  moneys  coming  into  your  hands  during  the  campaign,  or  from 
this  fund?     Is  that  right? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  did  you  keep  any  hook  or  account  of  the  disbursements 
of  such  funds  as  yon  drew  out  of  the  bank,  or  out  of  this  fund? 

A.  I  kept  as  good  an  account  as  possible  under  the  circum- 
stances, on  cards  and  slips  of  paper. 

Q-  You  kept  no  book  ? 

A.   Xo  book,  no  sir. 

Q.  That  transaction  was  carried  on  on  the  same  basis  as  the 
$5,000  transaction,  no  book  kept — no  account  book. 

A.   I  kept  no  account  book  of  that  money. 

O-  Can  you  tell  approximately  how  much  money  you  drew  out 
of  this  fund,  or  out  of  the  bank,  during  the  campaign? 

A.   I  think  I  drew  most  of  the  $98,000  that  was  put  in  there. 

O.  Then  you  drew  out  of  the  hank,  or  out  of  this  fund,  and  dis- 
bursed, during  the  senatorial  campaign  something  like  So^.ooo. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  I  understand  you  to  say  you  kept  no  account  of  that 
money. 

A.   Xo  hook. 

Q.   Xow  what  did  yon  keep? 

A.  A. lot  of  slips  of  paper  and  cards,  on  which  T  attempted  to 
keep  the  memoranda. 

Q-  Slips  and  cards  ? 

A.  Slips  of  paper,  and  cards. 
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Q.  Well,  now,  how  many  ranis  did  yon  have  during  the  cam- 
paign ? 

A.  [  don't  know.  Prom  time  to  time  when  [  could  clear  up  my 
desk,  and  gel  time.  I  would  take  those  cards  and  put  them  in 
some  -  n  of  form  on  a  typewriter  on  a  sheet  of  pap  r.  \  num- 
ber of  times  I  would  clear  up  my  desk,  and  straighten  up.  I  had 
a  large  number  of  cards  at  my  disposal,  but  I  didn't  use  them  all 
For  the  |  urpose  of  keeping  my  cash  account. 

(  ).  Well,  then,  do  1  understand  you  to  say  that  you  took  the 
items  or  data  from  these  card-  and  slips  of  paper  and  made  a 
reci  >nl  ? 

\.  1  made  copies  of  them  in  more  concise  form,  so  that  1 
could  show  to  Senator  Stephenson,  when  the  matter  was  all  over, 
approximately  where  his  money  went  to. 

(  ).    1  lave  you  thai  record  now  ? 

\.    Yes,  sir. 

(  ).    Does  that  record  account  for  all  this  m  mey? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.    You  have  that  account  with  yon.  have  you? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

(  ).  Will  you  produce  it  now? 

I  Witness  produces  account.) 

Mr.  Hamhreclit :     Have  it  marked  as  an  exhibit. 
Marked  "Exhibit  47.  C.  H.  Welch.  Stenographer." 


EXHIBIT  47. 

C.  II.  Welch, 

Stenographer. 

7 —  6     E.  IT.  MeMah'on,  organizing  $50  00 

J.  C.  Miller,  organizing •"><>  00 

Genera]  expense,  organizing 1<><>  00 

C.  M.  Hambright,  organizing    50  00 

7 — 13     E.  II.  MeMahon.  organizing 50  00 

Keyes,  organizing   25  00 

7 — 18     Dane  county,  organizing  200  00 

( reneral,  organizing    250  00 

C.  M.  Hambright   50  00 
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7 — 2()     T.  J.  Sexton,  organizing  .in  00 

7—21     General    250  00 

MeMahon   50  00 

Keyes 50  00 

7—22     Wypszinski    50  00 

Genera]    225  00 

7_2:{     ( teneral    200  00 

7—24     Advertising   100  00 

R.   Rowe   50  00 

Miller     50  00 

Wypszinski    25  00 

7—27     Clark  county   150  00 

Genera]    100  00 

7—28     Hambright    50  00 

Sexton  50  00 

Dane  county    200  00 

7 — 30     Columbia  county  50  00 

P.  Remold   50  00 

Ozaukee  county  50  00 

MeMahon    50  00 

7—31     Keyes    25  30 

Richland  county   250  00 

Manitowoc  county 83  60 

8—  4    Hambright 50  00 

Sexton 50  00 

Advertising   100  00 

Douglas  county   1.000  00 

La  Crosse  county   1.300  00 

Vilas.  Oneida  and  Lincoln  counties 1.300  00 

Polk.  Barron  and  Rusk  counties 300  00 

S—  5     Rogers   50  00 

Waupaca  county  35  25 

Genera]    49  18 

Keyes     25   00 

Iron   county    28  92 

Kewaunee  county   75  00 

8—  6     Milwaukee  county   500  00 

Oconto 50  00 

Jackson   600  00 

Ashland    50  00 
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Advertising    200  00 

J.  C.  Miller,  organizing 7.".  00 

8       7     Kewaunee  county,  organizing   100  00 

Racine  county,  organizing 100  00 

General,  organizing   250  00 

Advertising    170  On 

8 —  8     General,  organizing   250  00 

General,  organizing    250  00 

Outagamie  county,  organizing   50  00 

Granl  county,  organizing   25  00 

Dane   county,   organizing    300  00 

Manitowoc  county,  organizing  <  200  00 

Dane  county,  organizing  350  00 

■].  Keyes,  organizing   50  00 

General,   organizing    150  00 

8 — !•>     Columbia  and  Adams  counties,  organizing..  200  00 

I  teaukee  county,  organizing  Uo  00 

Waushara  county,  organizing 19  oo 

General,  organizing   I-*11  0" 

8 — ^'2     Brown  county,  organizing    250  00 

General,  organizing    2.500  00 

Genera]    100  00 

La  Crosse  county,  organizing loo  on 

T.  ,T.  Sexton,  organizing  50  00 

Komi  (lu  Lac  county,  organizing  50  00 

General,  organizing    1,800  00 

8 — 13     Sheboygan  county,  organizing 200  00 

<  rreen  county,  organizing  200  00 

Brown   county,  organizing    200  00 

Price  county,   organizing    200  00 

Rusk   county,   organizing:    200  00 

Dane   county,   organizing    175  00 

Washington   county,   organizing    100  00 

City   of   Superior,   organizing    300  00 

Rock  county,  organizing  100  00 

8 — 14     Manitowoc   county,   organizing    52  28 

Dane   county,   organizing    50  00 

Racine  county,  organizing   350  00 

Oconto  county,  organizing    100  00 

T.   J.   Sexton,   organizing    42  4»" 
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Vernon  county,  organizing    5UU  UO 

Bayfield  county,  organizing  500  00 

Sawyer  county,  organizing   500  00 

Rusk  and  Chippewa  counties,  organizing  ..  500  00 
Dunn,  La  Crosse  and  Langlade  counties  or- 
ganizing      500  00 

Burnett,   Washburn   and    Vilas  counties,  or- 
ganizing      500  00 

Polk,  Barron  and  Florence  counties,  organiz- 
ing    500  00 

Advertising    43  80 

( >zaukee  county,  organizing  55  00 

Sauk   county,    organizing    50  00 

Trempealeau    county,   organizing    375  00 

» reneral,  organizing   25  00 

8—18     General,  organizing  LOO  00 

Waukesha  county,  organizing   .      150  00 

Ashland    county,    organizing    loo  00 

Price  and  Taylor  counties,  organizing   ....  500  00 

Sheboygan   county,   organizing    76  50 

Rusk   county,    organizing    250  00 

Dunn  county,  organizing   95    i4 

J.  C.  Miller,  organizing   50  00 

Walworth  and   Kenosha  counties,  organizing  800  00 

Chippewa  and  Clark  counties,  organizing..  350  00 

Waupaca  county,  organizing   25  10 

8 — 19     General   organizing    300  00 

Dane  county,   organizing    226  00 

Advertising    25  00 

Columbia.  Marquette  and    Adams    counties. 

organizing    350  00 

General,  organizing   160  00 

Juneau   county,   organizing    250  00 

8 — 20     J.  R.  Keyes,  expense  and  organizing 48  50 

Advertising     60  00 

Expense.  Juneau  county,  organizing  150  00 

Vernon.    Richland    and    Sauk    counties,    or- 
ganizing      400  00 

Rock  county,   organizing    50  00 

Clark  county,  organizing   140  00 
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Ashland  county,  organizing   50  00 

Oconto  county,  organizing   LOO  00 

Ashland  county,  organizing  15  00 

Advi  rtising    50  00 

B     l'1     Advertising    21   66 

General,  organizing    50  00 

G<  aeral   227 

Waukesha  county,  organizing   150  00 

Trempealeau  county,  organizing  150  00 

Douglas  county,  organizing    50  00 

Green  county,  organizing  1.00  (>" 

La  Crosse  county,  organizing   200  00 

Manitowoc   county,   organizing    5<)<i  00 

Columbia    county,   organizing    200  00 

Shawano  county,  organizing   4(»0  00 

x     22     E.  J.  Rogers,  expense,  organizing 300  00 

Grant  county,  organizing  300  00 

Washington  i  ounty,  organizing  100  00 

Sheboygan  counly.  organizing  300  00 

<  >zauk sounty,    organizing    200  00 

Waupaca  and  AVaushara  counties,  organizing  300  00 

General,  organizing    500  (in 

Brown  county,   organizing 300  00 

Kewaunee  county,  organizing   200  00 

<  reneral,  organizing    300  00 

8 — 24     Fond  du  Lac  county,  organizing   250  00 

8 — 25     Richland  counly.  organizing    600  00 

Rock   county,   organizing    100  00 

Advertising    43  40 

W.uishara  county,  organizing   21  15 

Taylor  county,  organizing   35  00 

8 — 26     General,    organizing    400  00 

Advertising    50  00 

8 — 27     Columbia,   county,    organizing    100  00 

Monroe  county,   organizing    50  00 

La   Crosse  county,  organizing    300  00 

Green  Lake.  Fond  du  Lac  and  Dunn  coun- 
ties, organizing  f>00  00 

City  of  Hartford,  organizing   100  00 

Green  Bay.  organizing   125  00 
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Chippewa   Falls,  organizing  200  00 

Baraboo,    organizing    L50  00 

Darlington,   organizing    300  00 

Advertising    25  00 

Phillips,  city  of,  organizing    100  00 

Pond  <lu  Lac,  city  of,  organizing 4f>(i  00 

General,  organizing    75  00 

Neillsville,   organizing    150  00 

Calumel    county,   organizing    25  00 

Waukesha  county,  organizing   50  00 

8 — 28     City  of  Oconto,  organizing   100  00 

Advertising-    42  00 

Distributing  and  hanging  posters 50  00 

Baraboo.    organizing 18  00 

Ashland,    organizing    100  00 

Advertising,    organizing    200  00 

Dane   county,   organizing    5ii  00 

Ozaukee  county,  organizing   50  OO 

City  of  Ashland,  organizing   100  00 

Advertising    loo  00 

Advertising 200  00 

General,  organizing    50  00 

Advertising    150  00 

Distributing  and   hanging  posters    15  00 

Jefferson    county,    organizing    200  00 

Distributing  and  hanging  posters    25  00 

Clark  county,  organizing    100  00 

Advertising    100  00 

City  of  Portage,  organizing 200  00 

Medford.    organizing    126  00 

Rock   county,    organizing    600  00 

General,  organizing    71  79 

Portage  county,   organizing    250  00 

Marshfield.    organizing    -       35  00 

Distributing  and   hanging  posters    25  00 

T.   J.   Sexton,   organizing   50  12 

'8 — 29     Dane  county,  organizing   50  00 

Racine    county,    organizing    100  00 

Barron   county,   organizing    100  00 

Oconto    county,    organizing    300  00 
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Iowa   county,   organizing    50  00 

Middleton,    organizing    32  08 

S    3]      Fond  ilu  Lac  county,  organizing 250  00 

Distributing  and   banging   posters    12  00 

General  organizing  220  00 

Eau  Claire  county,  organizing 50  oo 

Advertising    7:;  00 

Jefferson   county,   organizing    50  oo 

Distributing  and   hanging   posters    15  00 

Taylor  county,   organizing   4o  00 

J.   (\    Miller,    organizing    25  00 

Appleton,    organizing    300  00 

Chippewa   county,   organizing    12->  oo 

General,  organizing   15  00 

Racine  county,  organizing    150  oo 

Advertising    56  00 

Eau   Claire   county,    organizing    50  00 

Waupun,  organizing    22  50 

Lancaster,   organizing    200  00 

9 —  r>     E.  II.   McMahon,  organizing,  salary   in   full  300  oo 

C.  M.  Hambright,  organizing  salary  in  full  300  oo 

J.  C.  Miller  organizing,  salary  in  full   300  00 

Green   Lake  and   Washara  counties    organiz- 
ing     250  00 

General,   organizing    166  45 

J.    Keyes,    organizing    52  40 

General,  organizing    44  on 

Ozaukee  county,  organizing   254  80 

Mauston.   organizing    61  00 

Richland    county,    organizing    2OO0O 

Kenosha   county,   organizing    Ill   05 

Milwaukee*  county,  organizing   150  00 

General,   organizing    94  02 

Racine  county,  organizing   183  50 

Fond  du  Lac  county,  organizing 27  00 

New  Medford,  organizing  12.")  00 

Picket    organizing    30  00 

\nploton      organizing .  2;     0( 

<  'lark    county,    organizing    22.")  00 

9 — 11     Distributing  and  hanging   posters    14  75 

31 
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General   organizing    1!)1   35 

9     15     Genera]    organizing    inn  00 

[ron    county,    organizing    1~>4  00 

Winnebago  county,  organizing   57  76 

Advertising 150  00 

Oconomowoc,    organizing    150  00 

Total    $46  052  29 


Expenses  in  Milwaukee  County  as  Reported  bv  \V.  R.  Knell. 

Hills  paid  by  check. 
Cheek  No. 

5     L.  Breithaupt   Printing   Company,,  printing.  . 

3     John   Calahan,   rent ' 

9     L.  Breithaupt  Printing  Company 

10  Knell,  -Prengel  &  Steltz  Co.,  cigars 

11  Saxe  Sign   Co.,  signs 

12  H.  II.  West  Co.,  stationery 

181      Streissguth-Petran    Company,    half    tones    and 

cuts     

14  Landon.  Electrotyping  Company,  electros.... 

15  The    Remington   Typewriter  Company,   rent.. 

16  Sickert   &   Baum,    Stationery    Co.,   stationery.. 

17  The  Standard  Paper  Co.,  ease  of  envelopes.  .  .  . 

18  William  C.  Krue]  Co.,  rent 

21  Standard  Paper  Co.,  case  of  envelopes 

22  David-C.  Owen.  25  M  2c  stamps 

26  F.    L.    Schneider,   distributing 

27  Keystone    Printing   Co.,   adv 

29  Bdw.    Pepper,  distributing 

30  Keystone  Printing  Co.,  loo  M  sample  ballots.  . 

32  11.   Sperber,  advertising    

33  Cream  City  Bill  Posting  Co.,  50-20  sheet  post- 

ers     

35  Sickert  &  Baum  Stationery  Co.,  stationery.  .  .  . 

36  St, in. lard    Paper    Co.,    ease    of    envelopes 


$36 

25 

25 

00 

159 

20 

29 

50 

24 

35 

11 

20 

25 

65 

14 

70 

IT) 

00 

37 

50 

26 

24 

46 

00 

26 

24 

500  (mi 

60 

00 

15 

00 

tin 

00 

12.") 

00 

25 

00 

130 

00 

5 

35 

26 

24 
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37  K  ii.ll.   Prengel   &   Steltz  Co.,  cigars 

38  Rossberg   Advertising  Co.,  printing  letters.... 

39  s.   E.  Tate  Printing  Co.,  cards 

4i)  Streissguth-Petran    Co.,   cul 

41  Waukesha-Roxo    Co.,    water 

42  Schwaab  Stamp  &  Seal  Co.,  rubber  stamps... 

43  P.  J.  Sullivan  on  account,  distributing 

44  L.  Breithaupl    Ptg.  Co.,   printing 

4.")  Juneau    Press,   Jewish    cards 

IT  D.  C  Owen,  50  M    l-mit  stamps 

1-  I).  ('.  Owen,  4<i  M   l-cen1   stamps 

(49 1  50    John   Calahan,   renl 

51  Rossberg    Adv.   Company,  printing   letters...-. 

52  S.    E.Tate   Printing  Co.,  Slavonic  cards 

53  Benoy    Printing   Co.,   advertising 

54  Remington    Typewriter   Co.,    rent 

55  Waukesha-Roxp  Co.,  water  and   ice 

My  persona]  check  : 

i!12     l.ee  Merville,  exp.   West    Allis  meeting 

615     Jones   Island  workers  on   primary  day   (2)... 

til!)     Rambler  Garage  Co.,  auto  hire , 

620     s.   E.  Tate   Printing  Co..   Slavonic  cards     2d 

lot)     

629     William  C.  Kruel  Co..  1   chair  claimed  lost... 

633     Knell,  Prengel  &  Steltz  Cm.,  cigars 

638      Wisconsin    Telephone    Co.,    rental,    etc 

$'2,864  05 

(  'ash  Disbursements. 
1908    • 
July 

1  Exp.  to  Wausau  and  return,  two  persons $21  60 

2  Exp.    acct.    of   organization 7  65 

3  Kent  for  headquarters,  two  months 150  00 

4  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 9  15 

0     Exp.  mi  account  of  organization 3  75 

10  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 15  20 

11  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 9  65 

12  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 14  90 

13  Broom,   etc 1  00 


2!) 

:»o 

2."» 

00 

15 

1)1) 

7--. 

.; 

2 

25 

50 

00 

199 

50 

ir> 

00 

500 

()i) 

111!) 

00 

10 

00 

7 

50 

6 

50 

12 

00 

12 

00 

7 

10 

27 

50 

20 

00 

43 

50 

6 

50 

2 

25 

13 

00 

32 
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Expense  on   account  of  organization 5  »>o 

1 1     Window   screens 1  75 

Exp.  on   aecounl   of  organization 10  40 

Wages  to  help  week  ending  July   lllh 20  00 

Exp.  on   aecounl   of  organization 5  80 

15  Exp.  one  man  to  attend  colored  picnic 50  00 

Exp.  on  aecounl   of  organization 18  T<> 

16  Hammer  and  screw  driver,  etc 1  36 

•  ruse,   services    2  00 

Exp.  nil  account  of  organization 7  55 

l.ooo    postage    stamps 20  00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 9  25 

17  Ex,]),  mi  account  of  organization 17  85 

18  Exp.  mi   account   of  organization 12  05 

19  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 18  35 

20  Exp.  mi  account  of  organization 6  55 

21  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 4  60 

Exp.  en   account  of  organization 16  40 

The  Fowler  Towel   Supply   Co 1   00 

22  livery    I  [ire 2  00 

Exp.  mi   account  of  organization 12  35 

Wages  week  ending  July  18th 65  55 

23  Livery  hire  2  50 

Tacks,    etc , 1    pi 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 13  55 

24  Exp.  on   account  of  organization 11  7" 

Boy.  omitted  from  last  pay  roll 5  00 

Tickets  for  Catholic  Forester  picnic 1  00 

Tickets  for  West  Allis  Firemen's  tournament..  1   00 

25  One  man  to  Allis-Chalmers  picnic  at   Waukesha  10  00 

Livery   hire    5  00 

One  man  to  picnic  of  colored  church 5  Oil 

Exp.  on   account    of  organization 21  65 

Exp.  on  aecounl  of  organization  in  towns 84  1" 

27  Roberts  exp.  looking  up  Welsh   voters 75 

Car  tickets   1  on 

Pay  roll  week  ending  July  25th 124  00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 15  70 

28  J.   E.    llaunty.   distributing 6  00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization '  15  1" 

29  Exp.  on  account   of  organization 8   65 
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Exp.  obtaining  signatures  to  i ination  papers  184  20 

5,000    2-cen1    stamps 100  00 

Exp.  on   accounl    of  organization 14  50 

Wauwatosa  poll  lists   (typewritten)    10.00 

30     Livery  hire  I  \  days  I    l0  00 

Exp.  checking  poll  list  of  city  of  Milwaukee.  .  130  00 

Exp.  on   accounl   of  organization 13  75 

:\\     One  man  a1   Welsh  picnic •>  l),) 

Streel   car  tickets 100 

Expense  on  accounl  of  organi'zal  ion 7  00 


$1,255  26 

Aug. 

1  Exp.  on  accounl  of  organization $13  85 

2  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 7  10 

3  Pay  roll  week  ending  August  1st 143  56 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 6  50 

-1-     Exp.   to   McMahon 1   50 

Hammer,    etc •'  00 

Exp.  to  Cohen 1  50 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization !)  4() 

5  Exp.  billing  and  organizing  T.  of  Greenfield.  ...  43  95 

Exp.  to  Cohen  and  others 6   50 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 11  40 

6  Exp.  on  accounl   of  organization 7  35 

Exp.  to  one  "toucher" 50 

7  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 11  45 

8  Exp.  on  accounl  of  organization 1(4.) 

9  .Exp.  on  account  of  organization 32  10 

Expense   to   McMahon 1   35 

10  Pay  roll  week  ending  August  8th 153  50 

Services  by  National  Quartette 10  00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization <   (,(1 

11  Copying  IS  ward  poll  list 10  00 

Exp.  to  11.  P.  K.  work  in  23  ward I   00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 11   65 

12  City  directory    •"»  00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 17  30 

13  Exp.  to  F.  S..  5th  ward 2  00 

Exp.  to  old  soldier  for  frame 5  Q0 

Livery  hire  7  -^ 
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Exp.  colored  voters  meeting 4  00 

Exp.  mi  account  of  organi'zat  ion 11  30 

14  Exp.  to  Roberts  looking  up  Welsh  voters 2  00 

Exp.  on  accounl  of  organization L6  20 

Touches  by  various  lesser  Lights 3  50 

15  Expressman  taking  mail  to  P.  <  > 75 

Exp.  on  accounl  of  organization 17  40 

16  Exp.  on  accounl  of  organization 23  15 

17  Telephone   lolls    1   50 

Exp.  on  accounl  of  organizal  ion 19  10 

Pay  roll,  week  ending  August   15 142  50 

18  Auto  hire    5  50 

Tickets  to  picnic  of  railway  trainmen 2  oO 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization L4  65 

19  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 21  35 

20  Tickets  to  picnic  of  electrical  workers  anion.  ...  5  00 

Numerous  and  various  touches 17  00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization s   45 

21  Hall  rent.   West   Allis   meeting 15  00 

Bxp.  with  delegation  of  railway  employees.  ...  5  4(1 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 22  10 

22  Livery  hire   ■  5  00 

Exp.  two  men  at  Jewish  picnic 6  00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 14  70 

23  Exp.  trip  through  Ghetto  I  3  men) 35  00 

Livery  hire •.- 2  00 

Tickets  for  Benevolent  Society 2   00 

Expressman,  hauling  mail 2  50 

Exp.  to  McMahon 2  05 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 9  30 

24  Pay  roll,  week  ending  August   22nd 174  85 

Exp.  picnic  a.1  Waukesha.  St.  Railway  employees  20  00 

Tickets.  Co.  1).  Wis.  Nat'l.  Guard L0  00 

Additional  pay  roll,  week  ending  August  22nd.  .  3  4i) 

Adv.  colored  men's  papers 5  00 

Services  National  Quartette  (various  occasions)  16  00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 32  7.) 

25  Touch  by  two  old  soldiers 2  on 

Touch  by  t  wo  ' '  heelers  " 2  00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 17  40 

26  Advertising  Bartenders'  program 4  00 
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Exp.  on  account  of  organizal  ion 22  30 

27     Exp.  on  j ount  of  organization lv   «" 

29  Exp.  on  accounl  of  organization 17  65 

30  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 31    15 

Tickets  Game  of  Milw.  Baseball  League 2  00 

Exp.  with  Phoenix  and  Liberty  Clubs 1"  ,|(> 

Three  citizenship  papers '■'>  ,,l( 

Expense  to  McMahon 4  ,,(> 

Two  teams,  primary  day.  town  of  Greenfield...  1-  00 

One  train,  primary  day.  town  of  Wauwatosa. . .  7  00 
Expense  to  ward  and  town  managers,  including 

conveyances,  primary  day-workers,  etc..  *5,833  <M| 
Expense   to   Greek   manager   and    primary   day 

workers    HO  00 

Expense  to  Hebrew  manager  and  primary  day 

workers    ^  00 

P.  J.  Sullivan,  balance,  distributing 70  00 

Final   pay   roll .    155  50 

Advertising,    Italian    paper 1°  00 

'I'owdl    Brothers,  advertising 34  8-1 

Patterson  Typewriter  Co.,  letters,  etc 118  -!•"> 

Advertising  in  colored  men's  papers 5  00 

!•:.  II.  Daniels  ,V:  Co..  lacks,  etc 1  20 

Seikert  &  Baum  Stationery  Co.  . .  . 6  20 

Fowler  Towel   Supply  Co 1   mi 

Advertising  aldermanic  ball  game  program....  15  00 
Humphrey,  Welsh  primary   day  workers  (not  in 

total) 20  00 

Auto  to  West  Allis  meeting  I  Spehn  I 8  00 

Wilson  detective  agency,  watching  mail 12  00 

Chas.  S.  McGinn,  distributing 75  00 

Keystone  Printing  Co.,  printing,  etc <>(>  75 


$9,239  16 


*  This  sum  was  not  expended  in  one  day  hut  was  gradually 
paid  out  to  the  various  ward  managers  as  the  work  progressed. 
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Recapitulation. 

Amount  disbursed  in  eash $9,239  16 

Amount   disbursed   by  check 2,864  05 

$12,103  21 
Credits: 

Stamps  returned  to  P.  M $100  00 

Stamps  on  hand 17  so 

Envelopes  on  hand,  20y2  ME 12  30 

( ligars  on   hand 6  50 

L.  Breithaupt  Ptg.  Co 60  00 

Other  supplies  and  material  on  hand 

and  useable   (estimated)    20  00 

Total   credits    '.  .  .   $216  60  216  60 

Actual  and  net  amount  disbursed $11,886  til 

Amount  received   11,600  00 

Disbursements  in  excess  of  receipts $286  til 

8 —  5      Pay  of  help  and  office  expense  from  July  i.  .  Si.ioi    91 

(  )ffice    65  50 

Pay  roll   2Ti   40 

8—10     (  )ffice    [32  co 

S—  1 4     ( )ffice    ")i    [5 

8 — 1 5      1  'ay    roll    362  50 

8—18     Office    146  25 

£—22     Office    168  60 

Pay    roll    387  80 

8 — 25     Office 1 59  95 

8—28     Office    161    15 

Pay  roll   365  s'5 

8 — 29     Pay    roll    1 4-  75 

8 — 3 1     Office     104  75 

9 —  5     Office    130  35 

Pay  roll   4:  00 

Office    230  47 

$4,074  38 
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III  EPHON]  . 

7—  I      to    8—4     

•8-5     

8—  1 S      

8—18      

8—19      

8—19      

8—24      

8—24      

(j—  5     

{)—  5     

9 —  5       

$256  1  1 


1 


Telegraph  Expense 


Postage  Stam  ps. 


$4 

65 

30 

1 

1 

05 

■> 

25 

73 

55 

[56 

40 

'4 

65 

35 

to  8 — 4 87  45 

8-5     % 

8—13      [  50 

8—19     '  <s5 

8—24     3° 

9 —  5     W.  U.  Telegraph  Co °  53 

9 —  9     Sundry  telegrams 12  85 

g_I9    \y.  (J.  Telegraph  Co 3  '•" 


837  00 


From  July  est  to  August  4th Si  .',14  00 

g -      200  00 

« 7                                                         201 

§ 8     200  00 

8—10     200  00 

8—10     201 

8—12     400  00 

8 — 11      -'"  '  '    < 

8 i2     "«°°  00 

8 14      fioo  00 

32 
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8 i  -  200  00 

8—17  203  OO 

,s —  1 8  ~,<)(>  00 

8—19 1    »  00 

8 20  800  00 

8 22  6oo  00 

8—24 805  00 

8 27  1  •"- '  >o  00 

8—24  400  00 

8 — 25  200  00 

8 — 28  206  00 

8—26       .  300  CO 

$9,819  1    1 
Ntewspapek  Advertising. 

8 —   1  Sunday  newspapers $270  00 

8 —  1  Sunday  advertising  expense   205  55 

■S —   1  Sunday  advertising  expense 9-J   55 

8 —   1  Sunday   advertising   expense 101    50 

8 — ■  1  Sunday  advertising  expense 92  30 

8 —   1  Minneapolis   Tidende    563   79 

8 —  1  II.  Rasmussen   :!:>,:;  :;:; 

8 —   1  Sunday  advertising  expense    •  ■"'  "•' 

8 —   1  Sunday  advertising  expense    250    K0 

8_   ;  Xeillsville   Times    :>"  00 

8 —  8  Rasmussen    Publishing  Co 333  33 

8—13  Burton 25  00 

8—15  Danger    50  00 

8—15  Smith,  Oconto   Falls   • LOO  00 

8 — 18  Rasmussen   Publishing  Co :!:;:'>  •"' ' 

s— is  Bailey   200  00 

8 — 1!)  Wisconsin    Agriculturist     (53  00 

8 — 19  Superior   Tidende    '•'  00 

8—19  Minneapolis   Tidende    1,000  00 

8_22  Waldbote   '    30 

8— 22      Koch  Advertising  Agency 302   91 

8—26      Koch  Advertising  Agency    3,001  00 

s_.il       \arden    Tribune    20   00 

9—  5      Daily  Jewish  Courier   150  00 

9_  5  The  Kuryer  Publishing  Company 250  00 
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9 —  .">  Wisconsin   Agriculturist    t75    I  I 

!) —  5  .Minneapolis   Tidende    "-' '   '"' 

9—5  Richland    Rustic    12  90 

«)—  5  Marshfield   Times   15  0.0 

9__  ;,  River  Falls  Times   1  '  "° 

9 — II  Koch  Advertising  Agency  3,304    IT 

9 — i  |  Minneapolis  Journal    LOO  00 

!)_1  |  Minneapolis   Tidende    540  00 

8 — 10  Sundry  advertising  expense    ;>   00 

9 — 2  I  Sundry  advertising  expense   100  00 

8 — <5  Sundry  advertising  expense  1  00 

9 — i  |  Sundry  advertising  expense  '•»('  40 

$12,696  76 

Sundry  Bills. 

; — :il  Wisconsin    Agriculturist $760  23 

} — .SI  Wisconsin   Agriculturist    362  42 

7 — 31  Evening  Wisconsin    L19  50 

7 — 31  Kreul   Company    It"  l)0 

7 — :il  Underwood  Typewriter  Company   1  ,)() 

7, — 31  C.  C.  Patterson  L5  50 

7—31  Fowler  Manufacturing  Company   6  00 

7 — :?1  Saxe  Sign  Company    1  50 

7 — 31  Capital  Reliance'S.  and  S.  Co ;3  25 

7 — 31  Wells    Power   Company    88 

7 — 31  Wells  Building  Company   90  88 

7 — 31  Telephone    Company    35  00 

7 — 31  Standard  Paper  Company   93   ^-"> 

7 — 31  Siekert  and  Baum   :>    W 

; — :;i  West   Company    '  -)(> 

7 — 31  Austin 6  85 

7 — 31  Whitehead  and   1  [oague    502  25 

7 — 31  C.  C  Patterson  ;'>1   25 

7—31  A.  A.   I  irown   3  1 5 

7 — :il  Wisconsin  Telephone  Co '   00 

7 — 31  Hammersmith    5  75 

7 — 31  Sullivan  Printing  Company   '   or> 

7—31  Smith   I  Temier  Co (>  40 

7—31  Standard   Paper  Co.    1*  85 
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7 — 31      Van  de  Kamp  &  Lbrberter 290  00 

7 — •!  1      K reul   (  '<  impany    2"  30 

< — :il      Siekerl  &  Baum  Company 20  00 

7 — 3]      Wisconsin    Agriculturist    338  52 

8—10     T.   1 1.  ( loldner  II  00 

8—15     Johnson     .  ., •;  1  50 

8 — is     E.  F.  Smith ; 28  00 

8—19      II.    M.    Allen    L2  55 

8      19      I.  M.  Lederer 12  00 

8 — 1!)     L.    Breithaupt    660  00 

8—19     Nee  Ska  Ra  ;  25 

8—19      Yahr  &  Lange   I  75 

8 — 19     II.  J.    Pass    in  no 

8—19     L.  A.  Meyer  Co !  9  00 

8— lit     Milwaukee  I  )'rug  Co 3  83 

8—19     A.  A.   Brown    28  00 

8—19     H.  H.  West  Co 20  80 

8 — 19     John   V.  Deum    5  $0 

8 — T»     Fowler  Manufacturing  Co 1  50 

s — in     Free    Press    In 

-  in     C.   C.    Patterson    14  75 

B     19     Keystone   Printing  Co 52  00 

8 — 1(.>     Mandel  Engraving  G  ■ 278  35 

8 — 19     Standard   Paper  Co 3  55 

s— 1!)     Meyers  News  Bureau   19  t0 

8—19     Wells  Building  Co 105  00 

8 — 19     Underwood  Typewriter  Co 4  00 

8—19     Gimbel    Brothers    15 

8—19     ( ..  V.   Bush    L2  00 

•s — 19     Van  de  Kamp  &  Lorberter  775  50 

8 — 19     Bacorom  Murray  Company   22  40 

8 — 1!)     Krenl    Company    113  25 

8—19     Whitehead  and  Hoag 110  L0 

8—19     Siekert  &  Baum   35  32 

8—  T.i     L.  S.  Jackson   1  00 

8 — 25     Anderson   Printing  Company   147  00 

8—25     Stauffacher    9  50 

-  25     Courier   Printing  Co 30  00 

8 — 26     Herald  Printing  Company   11  50 

8—26     \.  Jeray   11  00 

9—  5      H.    M.    Allen    11  75 
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5    .A.   A.    I  »r<  >\vn    

."i     (  it-am  (  h  v   Bill    I  'osting   (  '<> 

5     I  )cver   Brothers    

5     Fowler  Manufacturing  Co 

:.     T.  J.  A.  I  Griffiths  

5     A.   A.   I  fume   

5     C.    B.    I  [enschel    

5"    Keyst<  me  I  rintin  4  Co 

5     Kreul    1  <  »mpan)     

:»     !..  M.  Lederer  

5     Whitehead  and   i  [1  tag  

5     I..  A.   Mayer  Company    

Mandel    Engraving  Co 

5     Meyers  NTews  Service  Co 

5      N'ee  Ska  Ra   

5      I  'arsons   Printing  Co 

5     Hotel   Pfister  ( cigars)    

5     Siekerl   &    Baum    

5     S.  E.  Tate  Printing  Co 

5     I  "nderwood  Typewriting  Co 

5      i   nil  m    K.  and  C.  Co 

5     Van  de  Camp  and  Lorberter  .' 

Wells    Building  Company    

Wells  Power  Company   

West  Side  Printing  Company   

'  ).  A.   Eastman   

S.  E.  Tate  Printing  Company  

Kewaunaa   Printing  Co.- 

Lists  of  names  from  Fond  du  Lac  county. 

Sundry  advertising   

P.  B.  Haver  Printing  Co 

Smith  Premier  Company  

Sundries    


Circulating  Nomination  Papers. 


1 1 

50 

251 

00 

95 

;:; 

75 

60 

mi 

1  1 

in 

200 

00 

278 

00 

1 

L8 

]  5 

356 

97 

^  5 

65 

70 

6 

mi 

8 

00 

\2 

50 

70 

70 

14 

55 

I:: 

25 

i 

00 

3 

00 

641 

15 

L2 

80 

16 

34 

3 

50 

IV 

1 

50 

6 

50 

15 

00 

60 

00 

16 

75 

72 

00 

6 

50 

210 

62 

$8.C(ivJ  28 


8—  8  V.  II.  Janda   $3  55 

8—  8  F.  Eklund 7  56 

8—  8  T.  Salverson 6  00 

8—  8  L.  A.  Weikel 2  00 
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8—  S 

T.  <;.  Mayer 

3  do 

8—  8 

S.  A    Holdridge   : 

25 

8—  8 
8—  8 

W.  V.  Frook 

o    I).  Brace  

5  00 

3  00 

8—  8 

.1.  P.  Mallory  :.  .. 

1  00 

8—  8 

9  50 

Express  (  Iharges. 

8     L3  American  Express  Company   .... 

8 — 14  United  States  Express  Company 

8 — 20  United  States  Express  Company 

8 — 25  American  Express  Company  .... 

8 — 25  United  States  Express  Company 

7 — 28  United  States  Express  Company 

8 — 28  American  Express  Company    .... 

9 — 05  American  Express  Company  .... 

9 — 05  United  States  Express  Company 


Sundries,  Small. 


$40  86 


$16 

86 

22 

90 

31 

28 

4(> 

To 

6 

85 

4!) 

Mi 

8 

38 

10 

42 

48 

62 

$235  87 


7 —  7     Traveling  expenses $22  i>:-'> 

7_  7     Sundries    1   50 

7_  7     Miller   (i  T-"» 

7_  §     Sundries 4  30 

7_  8     Sundries    8  25 

7 —  8     Traveling  expenses .'  •  •  22  40 

7_  8     Sundries    -  5o 

7_  8     Sundries    !  00 

7__  8     Rowe    3  50 

7_  8     Cigars    l0  75 

7 —  8     Traveling  expenses •. 11  30 

7_10     Sundries    

7_10     Kenosha 5  50 

7 — 10     Traveling  expenses 17  05 

7_20     Sundries    6  3^ 

7_2l  .  Beach    6  15 

7—23     Johnson ]~  50 
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7_24     Sundries    4  30 

7     24     Reilly i:>  00 

7     24     Traveling  expenses  . 4  60 

I  HI 

01 


7_24     Sundries    33  m 


7 — 25     Sundries   

7_ 27>     Madison -''  7,i 

7 — 25      Sundries    •. 

7 — :^i     Sundermann -    ''' 

g —  1     Sundries   1 1   4,) 

s       l     Sundries   ls  95 

8 —  1     Traveling  expenses U  ,,-) 

S—   1      Sundries    '    :;" 

S—  5      Sundries *  20 

s       (i     Ashland   -'    7^ 

g_   6     Sundries    11   '-' 

8_10     Traveling  expenses n  a> 

8-10      Meyer     .' :!   "" 

8_13     Eklund    1  ()(_' 

8 — 14     Traveling  expenses 

8_14     Coblents    ,(l  00 

8_14     P.  R.  Hutli  • 5  °° 

8-17     Howe    200 

8_18     Livery    2  00 

8_18     Sundries    8  40 

8_18     Pfister  I  cigars)    *  4o 

8      18     Sundries    1  50 

8_18     Traveling  expenses 28  04 

8_18     Northup 25  00 

8—10     Sundries    

8—20     Lange  Mark :>  00 

8—20     Bradley 5  (,() 

8—20     O  'Brien  15  (_)0 

8—2(>     Traveling  expenses -!l  ''() 

8—22     Traveling  expenses 

8—22     McDonald * 

8—22     Traveling  expenses 50_  00 

8_24     Hotel  Meyer.  Janesville 

S— 24     Railway  .are    U  20 

8 — 24     (  igars    

8—24     Sundries   '" 

8-24     Cigars 2  °° 
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S     24     Sundries   16  00 

8 — 24     Traveling  expenses 6  05 

8     25     Thompson  7  00 

8     27     Johnson 1   25 

9-     5     Traveling  expenses 19  90 

9—  5     Sundries    20  00 

!)—  5     Berlin   A.  and    1.  Ass-!,    150  00 

)—  5     Malone    ' 3  on 

i       5     Sundries    : 33  ,i"» 

I       5     Water    2  00 

9 —  5     Traveling  expenses 42  4.i 

5    inn  25  oo 

5     Traveling"  expenses 31   40 

5      O-'Neill    22   50 

()_  5     Sundries   12  To 

(i     Sundries   5  4o 

-  8      Sundries    8  00 

-lf>     Wrighl   Drug  Company •>  00 

15     Traveling  expenses 113  14 

9 — 15     Sundry  expenses 250  oo 

Total  $1,420  63 

Oct.  16.     Hotel  I. ills $10  To 

J.  B.  Beach 150  oo 

Republican    Parmer    10  25 

!,.  E.  Evans 79  75 

Platteville  .Journal  1  50 

3  25 


Republican  Observer  

Remington  Company   4  oo 

Wells  Power  Co :!:> 

Sentinel  ( Jompany 1   ,,') 

Wisconsin  Telephone  Co 105  39 

J.  R.  Grey  ...: 52  75 

K.  Ii.  Hamelrath 13  00 

W.  Wilson    70  oo 

Evening  Wisconsin 50 

E.  .1.  Rogers 131  79 

E.  -I.  Kempt' 42  75 

W.   E.  Powell    5X)   00 

Saxe  Sign  Co 1  50 
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T   •'■  Sexton  171    ](l 

Register  and   Friend    2  80 

•'•  •'•  Marshall   ,;.-,,„, 

Marion    Advertiser    25  QO 

Randolph  Advance  2  38 

R.   Rowe   18  34 

Sun  Republic 20  00 

•'■  Smi1h    112  50 

A.  I Iik!s;>m 6  50 

M.  Northup 20  00 

Tate  Printing  Co 6  50 

v-  R-  Huth   60  00 

<;-  Arnetl    :!(,  ,„, 

Kewaunee  Prinl  ing  Co 76  20 

Wisconsin   Agriculturalist    420  21 

Nee  sk;l   Ka   6  00 

Wells  Power  ( Company   17  05 

Anderson  Publishing  Company 266  20 

Wayne  Smith    75  ,,n 

V-   Parsons   . 6  00 

L.  Barney  2  00 

( '.  I).  Smith 212  00 

J-  I?;,tz 1  50 

°-  L-  <iust 60  00 

Lew  Bayerson   5  QO 

American  Citizen  5  no 

W.   R.  Kn.-ll   286  til 

<  !ary,  Upham  and  Black 57  39, 

P.  II.  Bulger 2.1  00 

Catholic   Sentinel    KM  hi 

L.  Harney ' 3  00 

Western   Union   10  57 

Sacket   42  00 

L.  II.  Stevens 200  00 

Sundries    203  27 

$3,188  65 
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Summary. 

General  expenses  in  organizing  state  $46,052  2!* 

.Milwaukee  county    11,600  00 

( office  expenses 4,074  38 

Telephone  256  00 

Telegraph  37  00 

Postage  stamps 9,819  00 

Newspaper  advertising  12,696  76 

Sundry  bills 8,662  28 

Nomination  papers 40  86 

Express  bills 235  87 

Sundry,   small    1,420  63 

Bids  after  September  1st  3,188  65 


$98,08:-!  72 

The  Chairman:  This   Exhibit   will   he  considered   in   evidence, 
unless  there  is  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  Whitman  :     It  will  be  copied. 

The  Chairman:     And  copied  right  into  the  record. 

Recess  until  Wednesday  morning  at  !)  o'clock  a.  m. 


Madison.  Wis..  February  24,  1909,  9  A.  M. 

Hearing  resumed. 

All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Examination  of  Rodney  Sacket  resumed. 

Examined  by  Senator  Morris: 

O-  If  I  understand  you,  at  the  time  you  disbursed  these  moneys 
you  kept  no  account  of  the  disbursements  except  upon  cards  and 
slips  of  paper? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q-  Have  you  those  cads  and  slips  of  paper  now  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

O.  What  was  done  with  them  ? 
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A.  They  were  destroyed. 

(  ).  When  were  they  destroyed? 

A.  At  various  times  as  I  made  this  copy  on  the  paper. 

(  ).   As  yon  made  this  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(  ).  This  account,  then,  was  not  compiled  at  one  time? 

A.   X(».  sir. 

(  ).   When  did  you  begin  the  compilation  of  the  account.-' 

A.  I  couldn't  give  the  exact  date,  but  it  was  som  time  during 
the  campaign,  or  immediately  afterwards.  1  think  I  made'  some 
of  it  during  the  campaign.  As  my  desk  became  littered  with 
papers  it  was  necessary  for  me  to  clean  up,  and  I  made  it  over 
and  over  again  in  concise  form,  so  that  1  could  keep  it. 

(  ).  Can  you  state  now  what  part  of  it  you  made  before  the  close 
of  the  campaign  ? 

A.   No,  sir. 

O-  Are  you  certain  that  you  made  any  of  it  before  the  close 
of  the  campaign? 

A.  1  did  not  make  any  of  this  particular  sheet,  no  (indicating 
Exhibit  47 )  ;  but  T  assembled  the  data  here  before  the  close  of 
the  campaign — part  of  it. 

Q-  What  do  you  mean  by  "assembly  ing"'  it? 

A.  Assembled  it,  destroying  the  numerous  cards  and  slips  of 
paper  on  which  it  was  kept,  and  putting  the  contents  of  those 
cards  or  slips  of  paper  on  one  sheet  of  paper,  so  that  it  would  not 
take  so  much  room,  and  would  be  easier  found. 

O.  And  when  was  this  account  completed  as  you  now  present 
it  to  the  committee? 

A.  Well,  do  you  mean  this  identical  sheet  (referring  to  Ex- 
hibit 47)  ? 

Q-  No,  I  mean  the  account. 

A.  T  have  made  additions  and  corrections  from  time  to  time. 
I  think  page  25  will  show  that  on  October  16th — 

Senator  Husting:  (interrupting)  Our  copies  do  not  show- 
that  page. 

A.  It  is  next  to  the  last  page. 

O-  Next  to  the  last  page? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  You  will  notice  that  the  date  is  October  [6th. 
That  was  the  date  that  I  figured  up  the  hills  that  were  paid  up 
after  the  campaign  was  closed.     A  lot  of  bills  came  in  and  were 
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paid.     This  is  the  list  of  them.     Now,  the  final  account  was  made 
up  after  that  :  just  at  what  time  I  can't  say. 

(  ).  These  items  on  page  [6 — or  rather  October  [6th —  and  on 
the    following   page,   were  assembled  on   October    [6th.     1-  that 

the  idea? 

A.  No,  this  list  was  made  after  <  Ictober  [6th  from  data  that 
I  had,  showing  the  account-  that  were  paid  after  the  close  of 
the  primary  campaign. 

(  ).  Now,  was  that  the  lasl  thing  you  did  with  regard  to  the 
making  of  this  account?  Has  it  been  changed  in  any  way  since 
i  ictober   [6th? 

A.  There  are  a  few  places  where  1  have  corrected  mi-take-, 
clerical,  typographical,  errors. 

(  ).   Can  yon  tell  what  those  correction-  were,  now? 
A.   In  the  first  schedule,  page  4,  October  28th  is  the  date,  the 
stenographer  that  I  employed  to  make  the  last  clean  copy  of  this — 
Senator   trusting:      (interrupting)    I   suggest   that   we  number 
these  pages  "  1 .  2,  3,  4." 

Witness:     I  beg  your  pardon,  Senator,  but  your  pages  are  not 

the  size  of  mine,  yon  see.  

O-  Well,  von  can  tell  us  what  the  items  are. 
A.  We  can  find  it  by  dates,  and  I  can  give  you  an  idea  of  where 
it  is. 

O-  If  you  give  us  the  date  T  think  we  can  find  it  on  our  copy. 
A.  You  will  notice  that  there  are  several  schedules  here,  com- 
mencing with  the  earliest  date.      In  the  first  schedule  go  to  August 
28th.   "8  28'*.     Now.   the   first   item   under"8  28"   i-   the   city 
Oconto. 

A.  Yes,  T  have  that,  ft  is  Si 00.  What  do  yon  say  in  regard 
to  that? 

A.  I  am  simply  giving  you  that,  in  order  that  you  can  find  the 
place.  I  will  go  down  here  and  find  where  I  made  a  correction. 
Counting  the  city  of  (  )conto  as  "1."  the  1  ith  item  under  that  same 
date  "For  advertising  $200."  I  think  you  find  it  here,  my  stenog- 
rapher made  a  mistake  and  made  that  "$300;"  and  when  1  coin- 
pared  it  with  the  copy  from  which  this  was  written  I  took  a  pen 
and  changed  it  to  "$200." 

O.  What  other  change  has  been  made  in  this  account  since 
(  Ictober  16th? 

A.  T  think  there  was  another  similar  change  on  the  following 
page. — <  ih.  that  change  made  necessary  a  change  in  the  footing- 
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here  :  the  one  change  simply  carri<  d  to  it  -  completion.  Xow,  over 
about  the  middle  of  the  book  you  will  find  a  schedule  headed 
"Sundry  Bills.''  "Sundry  Bills"  follow  "Newspaper  Advertise- 
ments" in  your  1 ks.     (  m  page  2  of  thai  schedule,  second  item 

fr<  mi  the  i<  ip,  "'s    I  5,  I'  ihnsi  m" — 

.0  What  do  you  say  in  regard  to  that? 

A.  I  made  the  same  change  for  the  same  reason,  of  a  $25  item 
thefe,  tn  $24.50.  Now,  1  don't  think  of  any  other  changes  thai 
were  made  here. 

(  ).  Thou  the  account  is  substantially  as  you  made  il  up  on  tl  e 
26th  day  of  (  >ctober  ? 

A.  After  the  16th  day  of  October. 

O.  Whose  assistance  did  you  have  in  making  up  the  account, 
if  any. ^ 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds  might  remember  things.  Mr.  Edmonds  did 
give  me  a  great  deal  of  data  from  which  I  made  this  from  time 
to  time. 

(  ).  Did  you  consult  with  Mr.  Edmonds  in  making  up  the  ac- 
count, when  you  made  it  up? 

A.  Why,  I  should  say  that   I   did,  although  he  was  not  right 
with  me.     I  got  a  great  deal  of  information  from  Mr.  Edm 
Tn  some  instances  he  expended  money,  and  gave  me  the  data. 

O-   With  whom,  other  than  Mr.  Edmonds,  did  you  consult? 

A.   Mr.  Puelicher  may  have  helped  me  in  regard  to  some  tilings. 

O.   Anyone  else? 

A.   No  one  that  I  think  of,  no,  sir. 

(  ).  You  did  not  have  Senator  Stephenson  to  counsel  in  making 
up  this  account  ? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  consult  with  his  attorney  at  any  time  in  making  up 
this  account  ? 

A.  Well,  do  you  mean  in  making  up  this  identical — T  don't 
mean  to  dodge  or  evade  anything,  hut  T  want  to  understand  you 
thi  >roughly. 

Senator  Morris:  If  you  answer  my  questions  fairly  T  will  try 
not  to  put  any  questions  that  will  embarrass  you. 

Witness:  T  appreciate  the  fact  that  you  intend  to  he  perfectly 
fair,  and  I  feel  that  I  may  be  at  liberty  to  ask  you  to  make  your 
questions  perfectly  plain.  Now,  as  I  understand  your  question, 
the  attorney  did  not  help  me  make  up  this  account  here. 
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Q.  Will  you  tell  what  the  attorneys  did,  or  had  to  do.  with 
reference  to  this  matter,  if  they  had  anything  at  all  ?    Tell  the  tact. 

A.  I  believe  that  I  consulted  with  one  of  Mr.  Stephenson's 
attorneys  during  the  campaign  as  to  the  law  as  it  applied  to  me- 
in  keeping  an  account  of  the  expenditures.  ■ 

O-  What  did  you  have  in  mind  at  that  time? 

A.  1  had  the  senator's  injunction  to  "keep  within  the  law;" 
and  his  permission  to  consult  his  attorneys  to  help  me  keep  within 
the  law  ;  and  I  wanted  advice  as  to  what  the  law  required  me  to 
keep  in  this  case. 

Q.  When  did  von  talk  with  Mr.  Stephenson's  attorney  with 
reference  to  that  matter? 

A.  I  cannot  give  the  date. 

Q.  About  the  time. 

A.  Sometime  during  the  campaign;  well,  before  it  had  gone 
wry  far;  in  the  early  pail  of  the  campaign. 

Q.  Was  it  earlier  or  later  than   Augusl  .' 

A.   I  should  presume  that  it  was  earlier  than  August. 

Q.   Where  did  that   occur? 

A.  In  the  office  of  the  attorney. 

Q.   And  who  was  the  attorney.' 

A:  I  am  nut  sure  which  member  of  the  firm  it  was.  It  was 
the  firm  of  Cary,  Upham  &  Black.  I  wouldn't  he  positive  just 
which  one  of  the  firm  I  did  talk  to. 

Q.  "What  was  the  nature  of  the  disbursement  thai  seemed  to 
need  instructions  in  your  mind  at  that  time.' 

A.  I  don't  think  i1  was  any  particular  disbursement  that 
raised  the  question;  simply  a  general  question  as  to  what  son 
of  an   account  the  law  required  me  to  keep,  if  any. 

Q.  Did  the  advice  that  you  obtained  at  that  time  cover  the 
whole  scope  of  the  campaign,  or  was  it  directed  to  some  par- 
ticular phase  of  it  .' 

A.  It  was  general,  covering  the  account  that  the  law  required 
me  to  keep,  if  any. 

Q.  Did  you  state  yesterday  what  the  method  of  withdrawing 
these  funds  was.  as  pursued  by  you  I 

A.  I  couldn't  say  positively  whether  I  did  or  not.  hut  I  am 
willing  to  state  now. 

Q.  Will  you  state  now  .' 

A.  A  receipt  was  made  out  for  a  certain  amount,  and  either 
.taken  by  me  or  sent  by  me  to  Marshall  &  Ilsley's  Dank,  and  the 
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amount  was  brought  to  me,  or  given  to  me,  as  the  case  might  be. 

Q.  Some  of  this  money  was  brought  to  you  from  the  bank, 
was  it  .' 

A.   By  my  office  boys  and  others,  yes,  sir. 

(^.   And  some  of  it  was  paid  over  to  other  people  directly.' 

A.  I  presume  so.  I  wouldn't  be  sure  just  how  much,  but  some 
of  it  probably  was. 

Q.   You  drew  no  checks.  I  take  it .' 

A.  No. 

Q.   Did  you  buy  any  drafts.' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Money  orders  .' 

A.  Not  to  my  recollection,  no.  sir. 

Q.   Any  of  this  money  sent  out  by  express? 

A.   Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Then  it  was.  substantially,  all  drawn  out  on  orders.' 

A.  On  receipts. 

(,).    \  111     receipts  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Just  explain  how  that  was  done;  what  you  mean  by  "re- 
ceipts*' .' 

A.   A    receipt   was  in  the  ordinary    form   "Received  from" 
John  Smith. 

Q.    How  was  the  receipt  drawn  that  you  drew.' 

A.   Drawn  just  in  that   way:     "Received  from-  -". 

Q.   Not  "John  Smith-"? 

A.  Well.  "Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank"  or  "Mr.  Puelicher"  or 
"Mr.  Shape"  or  anyone,  indicating  the  bank. 

<v>.  Were  any. of  these  receipts  given  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
Bank  direct  .' 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Some  to  the  bank  direct  .' 

A.   I  believe  so. 

Q.  And  some  were  given  to  Mr.  Puelicher? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.   And  some  to  Mr.  Shape  .' 

A.  Well,  they  were  drawn  to  mean  the  bank.  I  used  Mr. 
Shape's  name  I  remember  at  one  time  simply  because  he  hap- 
pened to  he  one  of  the  paying  tellers  and  the  receipts  were  pre- 
sented to  him.  It  was  meant  to  be  to  The  bank  in  all  cases,  of 
course. 
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Q.  Well,  the  receipt,  in  every  case,  was  your  receipt,  as  I 
understand  it. 

A.  I  wouldn't  say  in  every  case  no.  In  most  eases  it  was 
my  receipt.  Mr.  Edmonds'  receipt  would  have  been  honored  if 
they  had  been  presented:  and  may  have  been;  I  wouldn't  say. 

<t>.   Did  Mi-.  Edmonds  draw  out  any  of  this  money  himself? 

A.   I  couldn't  say  whether  he  did  or  not.     He  was  at  liberty  to. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  part  of  it  you  drew  ou1  .' 

A.   I  do  not. 

<v>.  Can  you  approximate  it  ? 

A.  I  would  say  the  greater  pari  of  it. 

<t>.  <>f  course.  I  understand  it  is  only  an  estimate,  hut  would 
ymi  say  thai  you  drew  out  as  much  as  $70,000  of  it  yourself? 

A.  Well  now.  thai  would  depend  on  what  yon  mean  by 
""(Ira wine-  ii   out." 

Q.   ( )n   your  own   receipts  .' 

A.  And  handled  the  money  myself,  do  you  mean.'  Or,  gave 
receipts    lor   $70,000? 

<v).   I    mean,  gave  receipts .' 

A.    I   would  presume   1   did.  yes.  sir. 

<v>.   Would  you  say  it  exceeded  (hat  amount  .' 

A.   Possibly. 

(<).  Well.  now.  what  is  your  best  judgmeni  as  to  how  much  of 
lliis   money   was  drawn   out  on  your  own   receipts.' 

A.  I  have  not  give  the  matter  any  thought.  1  never  figured 
i1  up.  and  never  thoughl  of  ii  at  all:  bui  I  would  say  over 
$70,000.  I  would  not  like  to  he  more  exact,  for  fear  of  making 
a   mistake. 

Q.   You  think  that  $70,000  is  aboul  the 

A.  (interrupting)  \  would  rather  put  it  higher  than  lower 
than   that. 

Q.  You   would   rather   put    it   at   that  than    more.' 

A.  I  say  I  would  rather  make  it  higher  than  $70,000  than 
lower;  although  I   wouldn't   say   positively   it    was  not  lower. 

Q.   Would  you  place  it  as  high  as  seventy-five  thousand.' 

A.  1  should  think,  to  make  an  estimate— I  don't  want  to  he 
understood  as  giving  exact  figures — T  should  not  like  to  have 
proof  introduced  here  that  someone  else  drew  more  money,  and 
have  it  assumed  that  T  was  not  telling  the  truth;  but  I  should 
think  between  $70,000  and  *80.000:  that,  if  not  more. 
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Q.  Now.  notwithstanding  you  gave  the  receipt,  the  money 
might  be  paid  over  directly  to  Mr.  Edmonds,  or  any  other  per- 
son,  as    I    understand  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir — No.  no.  I  did  not  give  the  receipts  to  Tom, 
Dick  and  Harry  to  go  over  to  the  bank  and  get  the  money,  as 
I  would  give  a  check. 

Q.   How  did  you  do  it .' 

A.  I  sent  one  of  the  people  from  the  office  over  with  the  re- 
ceipt. 

Q.  And  tile  money  would  come  back  to  3011  ? 

A.  Money,  or  drafts,  or  cashier  checks,  as  the  case  might  be. 

Q.  And  then  it  would  be  paid  out  by  you  in  your  own  way. 
I   suppose,  by  drafts  or  currency  .' 

A.   If  I  got  drafts  it  was  paid  out  in  drafts,  of  course. 

Q.   If  you  got  currency  it  would  be  paid  out   in  currency? 

A.   Probably,   yes,   sir. 

Q.    1    understand  you  gave   no  checks? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.    No    express    orders  .' 

A.    None  thai    I   know  of. 

Q.  No  post   office  orders? 

A.   None   that    I    know    of. 

Q.  So  that  the  money  drawn  out  of  the  hank  by  you  was 
either  disbursed   in  specie  or  hank  drafts.' 

A.  In  cash  or  in  bank  drafts.  I  should  say;  or  cashier's 
•hecks,  which  are  practically  the  same  thing. 

Q.  Now.  take  Dane  county.  I  have  made  a  compilation  her*- 
from  yo  ir  account,  and  I  find  charged  against  Dane  county  are 
the  following  items: — I  will  ask  you  this  question  :  The  account, 
as  you  have  filed,  does  not  give  the  names  of  the  people  to  whom 
the  money    was   paid  ? 

A.    In    all    cases    it    does   not. 

<>).  It  does  not  state  the  purpose  for  which  the  money  was 
paid,  in  all  cases  .' 

A.    I   think  it   is  intended  that   it  should. 

Q.  Well,  where  the  account  says  that  it  is  for  "advertising," 
for  instance,  you  regard  that  as  a  statement  of  the  purpose? 

A.  Yes  sir. 

0.  It  doesn't  state  however,  to  whom  the  money  was  paid  for 
advertising  1 
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A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  you  indicate  that  the  money  was  paid  for  " organiz- 
ing" you  regard  that  as  stating  the  purpose? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Although  it  does  not  tell  the  nature  of  the  organization  or 
to  whom  the  money  was  paid,  nor  where.     That  is  true,  isn't  it? 

A.  Well,  the  place  is  usually  stated,  unless  the  word  "gen- 
eral" is  used.  The  word  "general"  means  that  it  was  not  in 
any  particular  locality:  generally  throughout  the  state. 

Q.  Xow.  where  you  have  stated  in  this  account,  under  the 
head  "general",  you  regard  that  as  a  statement  of  the  purpose, 
do  you  .' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Although  it  does  no1  tell  the  specific  purpose,  nor  the  place? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  the  person  .' 

A.    No,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  1  have  made  some  little  classification  of  my  own 
here,  and  I  find  thai  in  Dane  county,  by  adding  the  items  to- 
gether, you  have  paid  out.  or  there  was  paid  out,  approximately 
$1,500  in  Dane  county. 

A.  I  have  no  schedule  thai  shows  that.  1  take  your  word  for 
it. 

Q.  Well,  maybe  yon  better  look  al  your  account  "7  18"  and 
tell  me. 

A.  $200. 

(,).  7  28? 

A.  $200. 

Q.  8/28? 

A.   I  think  that  is  $50. 

Q.  8  8? 

A.  That  goes  back  to  8   8  . 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  $300  I  make  it:  "3"  or  "2":  1  am  not  sure  which.  (Ex- 
amines memorandum)    "$300." 

Q.  There  are  two  items  under  8  8,  to  Dane  county. 

Mr.  Whitman:     Just  above  that. 

A.  Yes.  that  is  right,  $300,  and  $350. 

Q.  Now.  8  13? 

A.  $175. 

Q.  8  14.' 
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A.  $50. 

Q.  8/28? 

A.  We  go1  that  before  didn't  we? 

<v>.  Oh,  yes:  we  got  that  before  There  are  two  items  under 
8  28,  I  think.  You  have,  one  of  fifty,  and  isn't  there  another 
of  $300  in  there.  8  28  .' 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     That  is  8  29. 

A.  I  do  not  find  but  one  on  the  28th.  I  find  one.  the  first 
item,  on  the  29th. 

Q.   How  much  is  that  .' 

A.  8.10  I  think.      (Examines  memorandum)    $50. 

Q.  "Middleton",  is  an  item,  $32.80.  That  is  in  Dane  county. 
isn't  it .' 

A.  I  really  don't  know. 

<t>.  That  makes  in  the  neighborhood  of  $1,500  or  $1,600? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now.  does  your  accounl  show  for  what  purpose  that  money 
was  used  in  Dane  eounty  .' 

A.  Xo.  sir.  it  only  shows  that  it  was  scut  into  Dane  county, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  organizing,  or  advertising,  as  it  may  be 
stated  here. 

Q.  Your  account  docs  not  show,  docs  it.  that  it  is  for  organiz- 
ing? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.    It  merely  shows  it  was  put   into  Dane  county,  don't   it? 

A.  Xo.  sir.  it  shows  here — on  "8  28,  Dane  county":  and  "or- 
ganizing" is  dittoed  in  my  account. 

Q.  Do  the  other  items  have  any  explanation  ? 

A.  On  the  29th  it  is  the  same.  Now,  if  you  give  me  those 
dates — 

Mi-.  Hambrecht:     Q.   The  14th  .' 

A.   The  same  on  the  14th. 

Mir.   Hambrecht:     Q.  The  13th  is  the  next. 

A.  The  same  on  the  13th. 

Mr.    Hambrecht  :      Q.   The  8th   is  the  next  .' 

Senator  Morris:  Just  to  expedite  matters  will  you  begin  at 
the  beginning  and  tell  us  in  what  cases  any  explanation  is  made. 
beginning  at   "7  is"  Dane  county. 

A.  The  "organizing"  is  dittoed  here. 

<L>.  (>h.  yes,  it  is.  I  see.  The  item  "7  28";  anything  to  indi- 
cate what  it  is  for  .' 
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A.  It  is  dittoed  here.  yes. 

(J.  Does  your  account  tell  or  indicate  to  whom  that  money  was 
paid  ? 

A.  Xo. 

Q.  Or  any  of  it? 

A.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Have  the  record  show  that  the  witness  is  using  the 
identical  document  which  he  prepared.  I  note  that  there  are  some 
discrepancies  between  the  ditto  marks  in  his  document  and  the 
copies  made. 

Senator  Morris:     1  just  learned  that  to  be  true. 

O-  I  will  ask  you  this  question — I  haven't  your  copy,  perhaps 
mine  is  the  same —  in  reference  to  Dane  county,  what  information 
have  you  gut  in  your  account  as  to  the  purpose  for  which  the 
money  was  used  ? 

A.  Simply  the  organizing,  so  far  as  these  items  that  we  looked 
up  are  concerned. 

Q.   Simply  organizing? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O-  It  gives  no  information  with  reference  to  whom  the  money 
was  paid  ? 

A.  This  account  does  not. 

(  ).  <  >r  any  account  ? 

A.    Xo,  sir. 

Q.    Xo  name   is  mentioned? 

A.    Xot  in  the  items  we  have  mentioned. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  mean —  in  your  account.  Can  you  tell  the 
committee  now  the  name  of  any  person  in  Dane  county  to  whom 
any  part  of  this  money  was  paid? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Xot  for  the  purpose  of  obstructing  your  exam- 
ination, hut  I  think  it  might  as  well  he  brought  up  now  as  any  time, 
T  want  to  have  the  record  show  that  a  question  of  that  kind  is 
immaterial,  and  T  want  to  state  the  reasons,  T  don't  think  it  is 
material  unless  it  appears  that  the  witness  knows  personally  for 
what  purpose  it  was  used,  or  unless  it  appears  that  the  person 
used  it  corruptly  or  unlawfully,  and  unless  it  appears  that  these 
various  candidates  tinder  investigation  either  knew  or  sanctioned 
the  corrupt  and  unlawful  use  of  it.  Unless  that  appears,  it  doesn't 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  examination.  I  want  to  make  the 
further  suggestion  for  the  benefit  of  all  of  us,  perhaps,  if  it  is 
any  benefit,  that  if  we  don't  confine  ourselves  somewhere  to  that 
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limit,  that  we  w  ill  find  it  our  duty  to  get  the  names  of  every  per- 
son in  every  county  that  had  anything  to  do  with  the  organiza- 
tion or  advertisement  of  each  of  the  candidates  in  the  campaign. 
It  will  mean  that  you  must  go  from  those  names  into  a  more 
limited  sphere  in  each  county.  You  must  go  to  the  towns  and  the 
cities  and  the  precincts,  and  they  must  all  he  called  before  this 
committee,  whether  or  not  we  know  what  they  did  was  unlaw- 
ful, corrupt  or  illegal:  irrespective  of  that,  and  irrespective  of  the 
fact  of  whether  the  candidates  for  the  United  States  senate  knew 
it.  Now  that  will  mean,  so  far  as  one  candidate  is  concerned. 
hundreds  of  witnesses.  It  will  mean  so  far  as  all  four  candi- 
dates are  concerned  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  witnesses.  New. 
I  have  no  objection  to  that  examination  if  the  committee  think 
that  we  ought  to  go  that  far  without  confining  ourselves  in  a 
limited  way  to  what  is  corrupt  and  unlawful  conduct.  It  means. 
it  seems  to  me,  that  the  examination  is  endless.  It  must  neces- 
sarily involve  a  thousand  or  fifteen  hundred  people,  possibly  more. 
Now  do  we  want  to  go  on  a  fishing  excursion  of  that  kind  ?  (  hight 
Ave  to  do  that,  or  ought  we  to  limit  ourselves  to  what  we  may  see 
is  likely  to  he  tangible  in  the  matter — specific.  Now  I  make  this 
suggestion  in  order  that  we  may  see  just  where  we  are  drifting, 
and  it  is  as  good  a  time  to  raise  the  question  now  as  at  any  time. 
I  don't  care  to  make  any  extended  remarks,  hut  it  will  inevitably 
he  endless.  I  think.  I  think  we  ought  to  consider  that  phase  of 
it.  And  T  will  add.  if  we  find  out  now  the  names  of  all  the  per- 
sons to  whom  this  money  was  distributed,  then  the  names  of  all 
of  the  persons  to  whom  they  distributed  it.  investigate  all  that,  we 
have  got  to  go  to  the  end  of  it  :  it  won't  do  to  stop  at  the  first  names 
we  get.  we  have  got  to  go  clear  to  the  end  of  it.  Now.  whatever 
the  sense  of  this  committee  is  is  not  objectionable  to  me. 

Senator  Husting:  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  make  this  point 
clear.  I  haven't  the  law  here,  hut  as  I  understand  the  law.  the 
purpose 

Air.  Ingalls  :  T  didn't  do  it  for  the  purpose  of  generating  any 
speeches. 

Senator  Husting:  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  it.  I  am  just 
going  to  make  the  point,  that  the  statutes  provide  in  wdiat  man- 
ner the  election  expenses  shall  he  filed,  and  it  provides  that 
every  item  of  $5.  00— 

Air.  Ingalls  :     <  >r  over. 

Senator  Husting:      — or  over,  shall  be  given   in  detail,  the 
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purpose  for  which  it  was  given,  and  the  names.  Now,  it'  this 
statement  that  has  been  filed  is  not  according  to  the  provisions 
of  the  law,  why.  we  haven't  on  the  face  of  the  account  the  in- 
formation which  we  desire. 

Senator  Morris:  I  don't  understand  that  the  senator  ob- 
jects to  this.  I  understand  he  merely  raises  the  question  as  to 
the  scope  of  this  inquiry,     That  is  true,  isn't  it.  Senator? 

Mr.  [ngalls:  Well.  I  will  make  the  objection  and  let  the  com- 
mittee pass  upon  it.  in  order  that  we  more  directly  get  the 
views? 

Senator  Morris:    In  other  words,  yon  ask  ;i  vote  on  it? 

Mr.  [ngalls:    0,  yes,  I  will  ask  for  a  vote  on  it. 

Senator  Morris:  Then  I  desire  to  state  my  position  in  this 
matter.  As  Senator  Busting  says,  this  account  doesn't  give  the 
committee  any  information  as  to  the  use  to  which  this  money 
was  put.  It  doesn't  give  the  committee  any  information  as  to 
the  parties  who  handled  this  money.  Now  I  can't,  easily  any- 
way, conceive  how  the  committee  can  reach  any  conclusion  as 
to  whether  or  not  tin;  money  was  handled  corruptly  unless  we 
know  the  use  to  which  the  money  was  put. 

Mi'.  Ingalls:  Excuse  me.  the  suggestion  that  he  makes  is  that 
this  evidence  might  go  to  the  question  of  whether  or  not  a  Legal 
account  was  filed.     I  don't  see  why  that  wouldn't  cover  it. 

Senator  Husting:  That  isn't  the  point.  The  point  is  that  it 
lias  not  been  tiled  in  accordance  with  the  statute. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  I  was  agreeing  with  you  on  the  proposition  thai 
it  might  go  to  that.      I  don't  know  whether  it  would. 

Senator  Morris-:  I  was  going  to  say  further  that  under  1 1n- 
law, as  I  understand  it.  Mr.  Stephenson  could  tell,  or  his  agents, 
to  whom  the  money  was  paid. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  see  very  well  of  course  the  purpose  of  the  ex- 
amination. Now,  my  only  point  is  that  whatever  names  are 
mentioned,  necessarily  we  have  got  to  go  from  that  to  an  inves- 
tigation of  all  that  he  or  his  subordinates  did  in  order  to  fully 
understand  that. 

Senator  Morris:  I  think  that  will  he  true,  hut  I  think  that 
is  clearly  our  duty. 

The  Chairman  :  In  other  words,  you  think.  Senator  Morris, 
that  it  wouldn't  aid  the  committee  to  determine  whether  or  not 
money  was  corruptly  spent  to  conceal  the  names  of  the  parties 
who  spent  it .' 
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Senator  Morris:  The  parties  who  spent  it.  hi  other  words, 
the  mere  giving,  for  instance,  of  the  date,  as  of  August  18th  for 
instance,  "General  organization,  $300,"  doesn'1  assist  as  at  all. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     That  is  true. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  Your  objection,  Mr.  Ingalls,  goes  more  to  the 
point  of  expediency. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  More  to  that  than  anything  else.  What  1  am 
afraid  of  is — not  that  1  care  anything  about  these  names,  that, 
isn't  the  point  at  all.  hut  Ave  gel  those  and  then  we  have  neces- 
sarily got  to  follow  it  up  to  the  end.  and  that  we  will  naturally 
do  with  all  of  them,  with  all  of  the  candidates.  Now.  if  it  finally 
developed,  for  instance,  that  the  candidates  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  unlawful  use  of  the  money,  assuming  that  these  men 
now  unlawfully  used  it.  that  we  get  the  names  of.  it  develops 
that  they  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  in  no  way  connected  with 
it.  we  still  have  got  the  evidence  here,  we  have  gone  over  the 
entire  ground,  hut  would  have  to  disappear  of  course,  naturally. 
In  other  words,  to  get  right  down  to  it.  I  believe  that  we  ought 
to  investigate  specific  things,  that.  is.  something  that  we  see  is 
tangible,  instead  of  taking  the  entire  held  with  the  expectation 
of  discovering  something.  We  are  taking  the  entire  field — pec- 
haps  that's  our  duty,  if  it  is,  all  right — with  the  expectation  of 
discovering  something,  instead  of  going  directly  to  the  some- 
thing that  we  know  about. 

Senator  Husting:  It  seems  to  me  we  are  taking  the  only 
logical  course  that  we  can  take  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     I  thought  that  in  the  beginning  and  so  stated. 

Senator  Husting:  So  stated  and  everybody  agreed  that  was 
the  only  way  to  do. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Suppose  it  takes  six  months  to  do  that  ' 

Senator  Husting:  Six  months.'  There  is  no  proof  it  will 
take  six  months. 

Senator  Morris:  I  haven't  any  doubt  at  all  hut  that  the  leg- 
islature wants  a  thorough  investigation,  and  if  with  this  situa- 
tion presenting  itself  upon  the  loth  of  March  it  is  found  that  we 
haven't  finished  our  work  and  further  investigation  is  necessary, 
no  doubt  the  legislature  would  extend  the  time.  Personally  I 
dislike  vevy  much  to  have  to  do  this  work,  but  I  have  come  here 
to  the  legislature  and  I  feel  it  is  my  duty  to  stay,  no  matter  how 
long  it  takes. 

.Mr.  Hambrecht:     Just  as  a  suggestion.     It  seems  to  me  on  a 
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matter  so  important  as  this  it  might  be  a  good  idea  to  find  out 
what  the  legislature  wants  in  this  respect,  whether  they  want 
that,  and  whether  they  want  ns  to  go  into  all  the  details  that 
this  will  necessarily  lead  us  to,  or  whether  they  want  ns  to  get 
at  the  corrupt  and  unlawful  use  of  money  when  it  can  be 
brought  up  by  the  charge  of  persons  who  know  that  the  money 
has  been  so  used. 

Senator  .Morris:  The  line  of  investigation  that  I  am  going 
into  now  is  to  get  at  the  things  that  Mr.  Stephenson  should  have 
given  to  the  public  when  he  filed  his  account.  When  he  filed 
his  account  he  should  have  given  the  names  of  the  people  to 
whom  the  money  was  paid,  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  paid. 
and  he  should  have  itemized  all  items  over  $5.00.     That's  clear. 

Mr.  Bray:  It  isn't  the  question  of  the  law.  1  might  sav 
that  I  have  been  appointed  on  this  committee  to  sit  here  an 
indefinite  length  of  time.  I  am  very  sorry  1  have  to.  hut  on  a 
motion  to  restrict  the  testimony  I  would  vote  against  it  if  it 
is  the  sense  of  the  committee  that  we  want  to  go  into  this  thing. 
1  do  think,  as  long  as  that  matter  has  come  up.  that  we  ought 
to  consider  just  how  far  we  ought  t<  go.  There  are  something 
over  L.L'(H)  precincts  in  the  state,  and  1  guess  perhaps  Senator 
Stephenson  had  a  man  in  the  most  of  them,  according  to  what 
has  developed  so  far,  and  the  other  candidates  had  men  in  most 
of  the  precincts,  and  it  may  run  into  four  or  five  thousand 
people  whose  names  would  he  mentioned  or  who  received  money 
or  used  money,  or  worked  in  some  way  in  the  campaign.  Now, 
it  would  he  hardly  fail1  to  show  up  here  that  these  people  got 
money  without  giving  them  a  chance  to  explain  what  they  did 
with  :t.  just  to  clear  the  skirts  of  these  rich  men.  I  suggesl 
that  we  consider  it  now.  perhaps  we  are  wasting  time,  hut  let's 
talk  it  over,  not  from  a  legal  standpoint,  hut  simply  the  stand- 
point of  seeing  what  is  required  of  us  and  what  is  the  best 
thing  to  do.  I  think  my  conduct  has  shown  here  that  I  don't 
want  to  hide  anything  or  help  anybody  out  to  conceal  any 
frauds,  or  anything  of  that  kind.  As  I  understand  it.  the  leg- 
islature wants  a  complete  investigation,  and  voted  for  it.  but 
I  think  that  all  members  of  this  committee  at  this  time  ought  to 
consider  this  question. 

.Mr.  Whitman:  1  wouldn't  like  to  vote  and  say  that  I  deemed 
it  without  the  scope  of  the  investigation  to  allow  testimony  of 
that  sort  to  come  in.     The  question  would  be  at  this  time  one  of 
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expediency,  and  while  I  would  say  that  perhaps  under  the  scope 
of  the  investigation  we  should  go  into  these  tacts  at  some  time,  I 
would  much  prefer  having  the  examination  more  general  at  this 
time,  so  that  after  it  has  become  generalized,  we  can  pick  out 
such  of  the  details  as  we  would  care  to  go  into.  That  might  save 
us  quite  a  lot  of  this  hunting  around  getting  names.  Just  as  soon 
as  a  name  is  suggested  as  having  received  money,  he  comes  right 
to  us  and  he  wants  a  chance  to  come  and  explain  it.  It  may 
come  to  that,  but  there  is  a  possibility  of  its  never  reaching  that 
point.  By  general  examination  of  these  accounts  at  this  time,  it 
seems  to  me  it  would  aid  us  in  finding  what  specific  matters  and 
what  individuals  we  would  wish  to  handle  it.  That  is  the  objec- 
tion 1  would  make.  It  would  be  more  on  the  line  of  the  examina- 
tion than  as  to  the  question  of  whether  it  is  repeated. 

Senator  Morris:  I  want  to  object  to  the  use  of  the  word  ex- 
pediency in  connection  with  this  investigation.  When  it  comes 
to  a  question  of  right  or  wrong,  the  work  expediency  has  no  place. 
Either  this  money  was  spent  honestly  or  it  wasn't,  and  no  ques- 
tion of  expediency  arises  at  all. 

.Mr.  Whitman:  Not  in  that  sense,  1  didn't  mean  it  in  that 
sense,  but  in  the  manner  of  getting  at  a  thorough  investigation 
through  a  certain  channel  rather  than  through  another  channel. 

Senator  .Morris:  There  can't  be  any  question  of  expediency  in 
chasing  down  a  wrong. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Xo,  but  there  can  be  a  time  to  chase  it  which 
would  be  better  than  another  time.  We  might  be  able  to  chase  it 
quicker  at  one  time  than  another.  By  getting  out  more  general 
facts  at  this  time  it  will  aid  us  to  chase  down  any  other  wrongs 
which  come  out  which  are  more  specific. 

Senator  Morris:  1  thought  I  had  gotten  at  it  in  a  general  way 
when  I  asked  the  witness  these  general  questions  as  to  the  general 
manner  in  which  the  account  was  made  up,  how  it  was  made  up, 
and  the  information  it  contained,  and  \  think  all  of  us  have 
reached  the  conclusion  that  the  account  doesn't  give  any  informa- 
tion at  all  except  as  to  amounts.  Now  that  general  examination 
thus  far  seems  to  me  presents  that  situation  very  clearly,  and  I 
think  the  time  has  arrived  when  we  ought  to  either  go  into  the 
thing  in  a  specific  way  or  else  adjourn. 

Mr.    [ngalls :     Now,  Senator,   if  you  will   pardon   me.  that   is 
where  1  think  the  line  divides,  right  there. 
33 
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Senator  Morris:     I  understand  it — either  adjourn  or  go  into  it. 

Senator   Husting :     This  question  is  not  one  of  expediency  in 
the  first  place.     It  is  one  of  law. 

Mr.  Bray:  1  don't  think  there  will  be  a  quibble  over  words. 
You  know  Mr.  Whitman's  meaning  in  using  the  word  expediency. 

Senator  1  lusting:  \o.  not  that,  I  am  trying  to  si  ate  my  posi- 
ti(  n  here  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  lira}':  .Mr.  Whitman  now  says  that  he  used  the  word  ex- 
pediency in  reference  to  time  of  taking  it. 

Senator  Husting:  I  am  finding  no  fault  with  that.  But  I  sa) 
this  whole  question  has  keen  settled  by  statute.  You  say  that  will 
put  a  stigma  on  a  man's  name  by  publishing  his  name  in  connec- 
tion with  an  account.  The  law  commands  it.  The  law  provides 
it. 

Mr.  Bray:  1  don't  think  you  go<  my  meaning",  Senator,  hut  let 
it  go. 

Senator  I  [usting:  I  f  we  go  into  this  account,  we  are  only  ask- 
ing in  the  first  place  what  the  law  really  demands  shall  be  done. 
If  this  account  had  been  made  up  according  to  the  law.  we 
wouldn't  have  any  question  to  discuss  here  in  that  respect;  the 
account  would  he  on  file  and  the  man's  name  and  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  expended.  So  that  settles  that  proposition,  the  law 
ha-  settled  that,  and  if  it  is  said,  "Now  we  needn't  go  into  this 
thing,"  we  are  waiving  a  statutory  provision  which  we  have  no 
right  to  do.  Now,  whether  or  not  you  are  going  to  examine  in 
detail  or  get  just  exactly  how  that  money  was  spent  by  each  in- 
dividual, why.  that  is  a  matter  to  he  determined  later,  lint  this 
account  ought  to  show  now,  without  any  examination  or  cross- 
examination,  it  ought  to  show  upon  its  face,  what  the  law  pro- 
vides, and  that  i>  this.  I  will  read  it,  so  that  there  won't  he  any 
question  about  it:  "Every  person  who  shall  he  a  candidate  be- 
Fore  any  convention  or  at  any  primary  or  election  to  till  an  office 
for  which  a  nomination  or  certificate  of  nomination  may  be  filed, 
shall  within  thirty  days  after  the  election  held  to  fill  such  office. 
make  out  and  file  with  the  officer  empowered  by  law  to  issue  the 
certificate  of  election  to  such  office  or  place,  a  statement  in  writ- 
ing, subscribed  and  sworn  to  by  such  candidate,  setting  forth  in 
detail  each  item  in  excess  of  five  dollars,  in  money  or  property 
contributed,  disbursed,  expended  <>r  promised  by  him,  and  to  the 
best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief,  by  any  other  person  or  persons 
for  him  or  in  his  behalf,  wholly  or  in  part,  in  endeavoring  to 
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secure  or  in  any  way  in  connection  with  his  nomination  or  elec- 
tion to  such  office  or  place,  or  in  connection  with  the  election  of  any 
other  person  at  said  election,  the  dates  when,  and  the  persons  to 
whom, and  the  purpi  se  for  which  all  said  sums  were  paid, expended 
or  promised,  and  the  total  aggregate  sum  paid,  expended  or  prom- 
ised by  such  candidate  in  any  sum  or  sums  whatever.  Such  state- 
ment shall  also  set  forth  that  the  same  is  as  full  and  explicit  as 
affiant  is  able  to  make  it.  An  exact  duplicate  of  such  statement 
shall  in  like  manner  and  within  the  same  time  be  filed  with  the 
register  of  deeds  for  the  county  in  which  such  candidate  resides. 
Any  person  failing  to  comply  with  this  section  shall  be  punished 
by  a  fine  of  not  less  than  twenty-five  dollars  or  more  than  five 
hundred  dollars."  Now  bringing  that  right  down  to  this  ques- 
tion right  before  the  committee  now.  1  say  that  if  the  law  had 
been  complied  with  it  wouldn't  be  open  to  discussion  at  all;  it 
would  be  there,  the  purpose  for  which  the  money  was  spent  and 
the  date  and  amounts.  Now  it  can't  be  said  to  be  unreasonable, 
or  a  matter  that  is  open  to  debate  or  discussion,  thai  the  law  at 
least  now  ought  to  be  complied  with  and  the  committee  informed 
as  to  something  they  should  have  been  informed  about  before  the 
investigation  was  ever  started. 

Mr.  Whitman:  1  don't  think  there  is  anything  unreasonable 
about  it  at  all.  1  don't  think  anybody  is  questioning  that,  but  what 
is  in  my  mind  is.  I  would  like  to  get  it  a  little  more  definite,  what 
it  has  cost  in  general  for  advertising,  how  much  for  organization, 
how  much  in  the  different  counties,  and  show  it  by  way  of  com- 
parison, and  things  like  that. 

Senator  Morris:  Now  I  think  you  are  right  about  that,  but 
the  difficult}'  is  this  is  a  very  long  account  and  it  hasn't  been 
passed  upon  by  the  witness,  and  I  haven't  had  the  time  to  make 
a  complete  classification.  There  is  the  difficulty.  It  would  really 
take  me  more  time  to  do  it  than  through  the  witness. 

Mr.  Whitman:  That  was  all  that  was  in  my  mind,  if  it  were 
possible  for  these  gentlemen  to  have  put  it  out  in  that  way. 

.Mr.  Jiray  :      It  is  classified  on  the  last  page,  there  i>  a  summary. 

Senator  Morris:  It  would  take  a  long  time  to  classify  that 
properly,  and  I  think  we  would  save  time  by  getting  that. 

Mr.  Ingalls  :  The  particular  point  that  I  wanted  to  bring  be- 
fore the  committee,  more  than  the  objection  itself,  was  that  we 
ought  to  consider  now  whether  or  not  even  at  this  stage  it  is  our 
chit}-  to  proceed  and  go  into  every  ramification  n\  every  candidate 
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and  find  what  we  can  and  whether  or  not  we  ought  to  proceed  on 
some  sort  of  a  definite  statement  of  a  definite  charge  and  go  into 
that.  Now  those  are  two  lines  of  investigation.  Now  had  we 
ought  to  consider  either  or  disregard  both  or  go  ahead  in  a  gen- 
eral, unlimited  way.  Now,  I  don't  know  anything  about  that. 
Of  course  one  arrests  this  examination  now,  that  is.  one  view  of 
it,  if  we  proceed  on  definite  charges  or  charges  supposed  to  be 
definite. 

Senator  Morris:  In  other  words,  that  the  line  of  examination 
that  1  have  started  and  was  about  to  pursue,  if  that  is  stopped, 
then  the  plain  duty  of  the  committee  would  be  to  adjourn? 

Mr.  Ingalls:      Unless  they  have  got  specific  charges. 

Senator  Morris:      Unless  we  have  specific  charges? 

Mr.   Ingalls:      Precisely.     That  would  be  it. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Unless  they  could  come  in  and  rile  definite 
charge-. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  We  have  no  definite  charge-  and  if  the  commit- 
tee does  not  desire  to  go  into  it  generally,  we  would  have  to  ad- 
journ. I  wanted  to  bring  that  up  to  see  what  the  gentlemen 
think  of  it. 

Senator  I  lusting:  If  we  adjourn,  of  course,  it  will  spell  white- 
wash. 

Senator  Morris:  Well,  I  don't  understand  that  anybody  is  in 
favor  or  adjourning. 

Mr.  Ingalls :  I  am  not  considering  what  it  would  spell  or 
anything  of  the  kind.  I  very  much  doubl  if  the  general  public 
arc  interested,  maybe  they  are.  in  our  taking  six  months  here 
or  three  months  and  going  into  every  detail  of  this  campaign 
without  knowing  what  we  are  after.  I  doubl  thai  very  much.  I 
think  they  do  want  an  investigation  of  any  charge  that  has  any 
semblance  of  corruption.  I  think  they  want  that,  and  they  are 
entitled  to  it.  but  on  the  two  lines  of  examination,  I  am  not  cer- 
tain about  it. 

Senator  Morris:  Perhaps  I  disagree  with  yon  there.  I  think 
the  public  want  the  same  thing  that  was  done  in  New  York  in 
the  insurance  investigation,  to  sift  the  thing  to  the  end  and  then 
Id  the  axe  fall  where  it  may. 

Mr.  "Whitman:     Well,  what  does  the  resolution  say? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     I  spoke  with  reference  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  I  don't  figure  that  it  is  what  the  public  wants 
or  what  the  legislature  may  want,  or  what  they  don't   want.     1 
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know  what  they  have  sent  us  here  to  do.  They  didn't  always 
coincide  with  my  views,  but  after  it  was  all  done  they  sent  us  in 
here  to  investigate.  Now.  I  suppose  they  want  us  to  use  a  little 
judgment  and  not  be  running  all  over  the  world.  What  they 
want  is  embodied  right  there  in  the  resolution.  Of  course  I  feel 
this  that  we  must  use  a  certain  amount  of  judgment  in  the  man- 
ner of  calling  witnesses  and  so  forth,  for  the  purpose  of  expedit- 
ing the  investigation.  Now  for  me  to  say  that  1  would  vote  to 
preclude  the  witness  from  telling  the  names  of  persons  that  have 
handled  this  money.  I  don't  believe  that  it  would  be  within  my 
rights  to  do  so. 

Senator  Morris:  1  don't  understand  that  any  of  the  commit- 
tee is  in  favor  of  that. 

The  Chairman:  That  is  tin  objection  to  the  witness  answer- 
ing the  question  as  to  whom  this  money  was  paid  to. 

.Mr.  Ingalls:     That  is  immaterial. 

The  Chairman:  And  that  is  what  we  have  got  to  put  our- 
selves on  record  on.     That  is  the  objection  here.     Just  read  the 

quest  ion. 

The  following  question  read  : 

"Q.  Can  you  tell  the  committee  now  the  name  of  any  person 
in   Dane  county  to  whom  any  part  of  this  money  was  paid?" 

The  Chairman:  The  clerk  may  call  the  roll  and  as  the  names 
of  the  members  of  the  committee  are  called— 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  don't  suppose  that  there  will  lie  any  vote  that 
it  is  immaterial  except  mine. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  it  is  important  enough  so  that  every 
member  of  the  committee  ought  to  go  on  record  on  that  question. 

Mr.  Imralls:  Well,  I  have  gone  on  record  now.  because  T  have 
made  the  objection.     The  rest  of  them  are  all  the  other  way. 

Senator  Ilusting:  I  ask  for  the  ayes  and  noes  on  this  propo- 
sition. 

The  Chairman:  The  ayes  and  noes  will  be  called.  The  ques- 
tion is  as  to  whether  that  objection  shall  be  sustained  or  not. 

Mr.  Whitman:  The  question  is  whether  it  is  immaterial  or 
not. 

The  Chairman:     That  is  the  objection. 

Senator  Morris:  As  to  the  materiality  of  it.  we  have  got  the 
plain  words  of  the  statute  which  requires  Senator  Stephenson 
to  give  the  names. 
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Mr.  Whitman:  That  would  control  my  vote  on  that,  but 
when  it  comes  to  a  question  as  to  the  order  of  its  coming  up  at 
this  time  in  this  way,  that  is  another  question.  When  it  comes 
up  to  me  to  say  whether  it  is  material  or  immaterial,  I  say  it  lb 
material. 

c~Mr.  Hambreeht:  With  reference  to  Senator  Stephenson's 
account,  1  can't  take  the  view  that  it  is  the  plain  words  of  the 
statute,  h  says:  ''Money  expended  by  him  or  in  his  behalf 
to  the  liest  dl'  his  knowledge  and  belief."  I  think  Senator 
Stephenson  testified  positively  that  he  didn't  know  how  the  rest 
of  the  money  was  spent,  and  he  was  not  a  party  to  the  making 
up  of  the  accounts,  so  there  might  still  he  a  question  of  whether 
he  knew  this  or  not. 

Senator  Morris:  Let  me  suggest  this,  that  when  Senator 
Stephenson  placed  a  fund  of  $98,000.00  in  the  hands  of  any  in- 
dividual or  individuals,  he  is  certainly  charged  in  law  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  uses  to  which  it  was  put. 

.Mr.  Hambreeht:  As  "a  mailer  of  law"  he  is  charged  with 
that  :  . 

Senator  Morris:     As  a   matter  of  law. 

Mr.    Hambreeht:      What   law  would  yon   cite  to  sustain   that" 

Senator  Morris:  I  think  any  -work  on  agency  will  make  that 
clear:  that  a  principal   is  liable  for  the  acts  of  his  agents  within 

the  scope  of  their  em  ploy  inent . 

Mr.  Ilamhrecht  :  Then  why  does  this  law  stale  "to  the  best 
of  his  knowledge  and  belief. " 

Senator  Husting:      The  law  makes  it   his  business  to  know  or 

believe. 

Senator  .Morris:  1  say  he  is  charged  with  it  as  a  matter  of 
law. 

The  Chairman:  The  question  is  as  to  whether  or  not  this 
objection  will  be  sustained.  Those  of  yon  who  think  the  ob- 
jection should  be  sustained  will  vote  aye  as  your  name  is  called. 
Those  who  think  it  should  not  be  sustained  will  vote  no  as  your 
name  is  called.     Will  the  clerk  call  the  roll  .' 

The  vote  resulted  as  follows:  Aye:  Mr.  Ingalls.  Noes: 
Sens.  Marsh,  Morris,  Husting;  Messrs.  Bray.  Hambreeht,  Whit- 
man, Chappie. 

The  Chairman:  The  objection  is  overruled.  The  witness 
mnv  answer. 
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Mr.  Ingalls :     Exception. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  make  a  motion  in  order  that  it  may  be  called 
to  the  attention  of  the  committee,  thai  this  examination,  that  is, 
the  method  of  examination,  being  in  general,  be  suspended,  and 
the  examination  proceed  upon  charges  of  some  specific  or  defin- 
ite nature.  I  do  this  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  committee,  that  it  is  extremely  doubtful  whether 
under  this  resolution  we  should  proceed  upon  an  excursion  that 
we  don't  know  where  it  will  end,  either  in  time  or  in  expense, 
and  that  we  ought  to  commit  ourselves  to  charges  of  some  spe- 
cific nature.  I  believe  that  is  what  we  are  commissioned  to  do. 
I  make  that  as  ;i  motion.  Mr.  Chairman,  and  ask  to  have  it  ruled 
upon  anyway,  that  the  committee  may  be  apprised  of  where 
we  are  drifting — not  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  out  any  proof 
whatever. 

Thi'  Chairman:  You  have  heard  the  mot  ion.  gentlemen.  Are 
you  ready  for  the  question  .' 

Senator  Morris:  Now  in  regard  to  thai  question.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  raise  this  point — 

The  Chairman:  dust  a  moment,  does  libs  motion  receive  a 
second  .' 

Mi .   Bray  :     1  don  't   understand  it. 

Senator  Morris:     That  means  to  adjourn.' 

Mr.  Whitman:  That  is.  tlnit  the  charges  shall  be  preferred, 
and  we  take  them  up.  or  is  it  something  of  a  vital  nature  going 
righl  to  the  point  of  whether  we  shall  proceed  in  a  general  way 
or  have  charges  .' 

Mr.  [ngalls:  Whether  we  shall  go  abend  in  a  general  way 
in-   consider  charges. 

Mr.   Bray:      What   charges  do  you  mean,  the   Blaine  charges? 

.Mr.  [ngalls:  Any  charges  that  we  have  got  or  have  been 
able  to  get. 

Mr.   Bray:     Have  we  got  any  othei   charges? 

The   Chairman:     Not   that    1    know   of. 

Mr.   Iiambrecht  :     I  can't  see  that   it   means  to  adjourn. 

Mr.    [ngalls:     No.   I   don't   mean   that. 

Senator  Husting:  That  is  only  a  new  phase  of  ;i  question 
that  we  just  voted  on.  After  taking  a  vote  on  it  we  are  asked 
to  suspend  on  the  very  question  that  we  decided  upon,  that  we 
should  proceed. 
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Mr.  Hambreeht:  1  will  second  the  motion  in  order  to  make 
this  debatable. 

Tin-  Chairman:  The  motion  has  been  made  and  seconded. 
Are  you  ready  for  the  question  ? 

Mi-.  Bray:  Do  I  understand  the  question?  As  ;i  matter  of 
fact,  is  this  the  sense  of  it.  whether  we  shall  continue  with  Mr. 
Sackett  or  call  some  one  on  that  is  under  subpoena?  I  under- 
stand if  Mr.  Sackett  is  going  to  testify,  that  it  ought  to  lie  done 
now. 

Mi-.  Sackett:  It  is  my  personal  desire  to  get  through  with 
this  just  as  quickly  as  possible,  but  my  personal  desires  are 
second  to  the  will  of  the  committee.  I  am  at  the  service  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  Bray:     Yon  told  me  you  wanted  to  come  next. 

Mr.  Sackett:  I  am  very  anxious  to  get  through,  hut  I  am 
subject  to  your  orders. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  I  would  like  to  make  just  a  few  remarks 
before  we  vote  on  the  question.  As  I  view  this,  we  are  here 
to  rind  out  what  we  can  about  the  corrupt  and  unlawful  use 
of  money  and  the  sooner  we  get  at  that  point  the  better  it  will 
be  for  us.  There  have  been  two  methods  suggested.  The  next 
point  I  would  make  is.  that  we  are  limited  in  the  time:  we  must 
report  to  the  legislature  by  March  15.  Thei  ■  are  seven  candi- 
dates in  all  and  it  may.  if  we  pursue  the  examination  that  we 
have  started  on.  run  into  from  four  to  five  thousand  witnesses, 
and  it  will  lie  a  physical  impossibility,  I  doubt  if  anybody  will 
dispute  that,  to  get  through  by  March  15th.  Now  the  question 
is.  according  to  Mr.  Ingalls'  motion,  as  to  whether  we  shall  pro- 
ceed on  definite  charges  or  not.  1  would  favor  our  proceeding 
along  that  line  first.  We  have  three  or  four  definite  charges 
before  us.  with  names  of  persons  that  have  received  money,  and 
with  the  taint  of  corruption.  I  think  we  might  well  examine 
those  and  go  into  all  the  evidence  that  we  can  on  those  charges, 
and  let  it  be  generally  known  that  we  are  open  to  hear  more, 
and  as  soon  as  that  is  closed  I  am  willing  to  again  lake  this  up 
and  spend  the  balance  of  our  time  on  the  examination  as  we 
are  pursuing  it.  AYhat  I  am  afraid  of  is  that  if  we  pursue 
this  method  of  investigation,  by  March  15th  there  will  be  cer- 
tain definite  charges  of  corruption  that  are  mad'  before  the 
committee  that  we  are  powerless  to  act   upon,  and   I   don 't    like 
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to  have  that  contingency  arise,  and  our  report  will  necessarily 
be  incomplete. 

Mr.  Lngalls:  I  would  just  like  to  say  a  word  oh  thai  motion. 
Of  course  I  know  that  it  will  be  considered  thai  it's  a  mere  ef- 
fort upon  my  pari  —  L  don't  say  thai  it  will  be  considered  so 
by  this  committee — but  it  may  be  considered  thai  it's  an  effort 
upon  my  part  to  obstruct  this  examination.  Now,  there  is  noth- 
ing farther  from  my  mind  at  all.  I  don't  think  that  any  in- 
ference ought  to  lie  drawn  from  the  position  thai  1  take  upon 
this  question.  Now  this  is  the  question,  to  gel  right  down  to 
it.  The  resolution  provides  specifically  for  the  investigation  of 
charges  of  corrupl  and  unlawful  conduct  by  United  States  sen 
ators  in  the  last  primary.  Now  if  this  were  an  investigation 
for  the  purpose  of  informing'  the  Legislature  with  reference  to 
legislation,  if  that  was  the  purpose  of  the  investigation,  it  would 
be  another  question.  There  could  he  no  earthly  objection  to 
any  question  which  lias  been  asked  here.  Bu1  that  isn't  it.  It 
is  confined  in  the  preamble  and  all  through  the  resolution,  that 
there  was  a  contested  question,  as  every  one  who  was  in  that 
committee  well  understands,  as  to  whether  or  not  we  should  in- 
vestigate for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  information  to  the  leo-i.^- 
lature,  and  it  was  excluded.  Now  the  question  is:  upon  what 
we  a'-e  investigating.'  Clearly  it's  an  investigation  of  corrupt 
and  unlawful  conduct  by  candidates  for  the  United  States  sen- 
ate. Now  do  we  get  to  that  proposition,  do  we  assume  that 
this  line  of  examination  may  show  unlawful  and  illegal  condud 
by  these  various  gentlemen,  hundreds  of  them,  all  over  this 
state,  suppose  that's  true,  do  we  get  to  that  proposition  by  ask- 
ing tin-  question  :'  And  another  thing,  we  have  -/one  on  gener- 
ally with  the  various  candidates  and  their  agents  and  have  ask<  d 
them  a  great  many  questions  and  taken  a  great  deal  of  testi- 
mony. Now.  is  there  anything  improper  in  the  proceedings  of 
this  committee,  can  any  criticism  he  made  of  this  committee  if 
they  say  here  now.  "We  refuse  to  go  farther  in  the  examina- 
tion unless  the  charges  are  confined,  or  some  charges  are  con- 
fined, to  some  definite  or  approximately  definite  purpose  and 
charge.'  Are  we  justified  in  that.'  Now,  if  we  are.  under  this 
investigation,  why.  we  ought  to  go  ahead.  If  we  are  not.  w\ 
ought  to  call  a  halt  and  say  that  we  will  proceed  only  upon 
charges  which  can  he  made  or  have  been  made  and  proceed  to 
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investigate  these:  otherwise,  this  will  be  endless,  there  will  be 
no  end  to  it.  1  am  afraid  if  we  pursue  that  way  with  each  can- 
didate all  down  the  line,  we  will  all  be  sorry  for  it  when  we  gel 
through.     That  is  my  position. 

Senator  Hasting:     Mr.  Chairman.  I  always  like  to  show  def- 
erence to  other  people's  opinion,  but  1  must  say   that   it  tries 
my  patience  to  listen  to  arguments  of  that  nature.     I  think  the 
gentleman   does   "protest   too   much"   about    his   anxiety    for   a 
full,  clear  and  exhaustive  examination.     It  is  not  in  aeeord  with 
the  actions  and  the  vote  of  the  gentleman  on  every   proposition 
since  this  resolution  first  came  before  either  house  of  the  legis- 
lature, and   right   here   in  this  investigation   it's  idle  to  get   up 
and  say.  "I  am  in  favor  of  a  full,  clear  and  exhaustive  exam- 
ination," and  then  exhort   and  exhaust   every   expedient,   every 
manoeuver,  that    a    fertile   mind  can  suggest   to  stop   it   and  to 
throttle  it  at  its  birth.     What  is  the  use  of  any  gentleman  spy- 
ing that,  in  view  of  what  has  occurred  during  the  past  two  or 
three   weeks.     I  want  to  call  attention   again   to  the   history  of 
this  matter,   and  say   that   the   resolution   was   killed    in   the   as- 
sembly  by   the   vote  of  the  gentleman   who  has  just   spoken,  at 
least   by  the   aid    of   his   vote.     The   senate    resolution    that    was 
passed  was  again  killed  by  a   substitute  amendment   made  and 
passed   by  the  house,  saying  that    it   shall   be  confined  to  these 
charges,  and  that  substitute  amendment  was  non-concurred  in, 
and  then  a  conference  committee  was  appointed,  which  stood  for 
a    free,   full   and   impartial    investigation    of  the    whole    matter. 
Now  after  agreeing  to  this    they   come  again   before  this  com- 
mittee and  again  this  matter  is  taken  up  and  has  been  taken  up 
at  very  opportunity.     Xow  a    speech    in    order    to    be  believed 
must  be  in  accordance  with    actions    and    in    accord  with  facts. 
It's    easy    to    say.  "1  want    an    investigation,"  and    then    turn 
around  and  try  to  kill  the  investigation,  and  that's  what  this 
move  means  at  this  time.     If  yon  wanted  no  other  examination 
except  the  specific  charges,  why  didn't  you  stand  on  your  sub- 
stitute amendment  and  not  befuddle  and  befool  the  legislature 
info  believing  that  they  were  voting  for  something  th».1  meant  a 
full  and  fair  investigation  and  not  a  makeshift  and  a  whitewash. 
Let's  be  sincere  in  this,  get  out   into  the  open,   get  out   and  let 
^he  light  shine  upon  your  motives  and  let  the  people  judge  who 
want  an  investigation  and  who  don't  want  it.  but  don't,  under 
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the  cloak  of  too  much  protestation,  if  you  want  ;m  investigation, 
endeavor  to  throttle  it.  kill  it  and  smother  it  at  every  angle  of 
the  game.  I  am  not  stating  alone  my  opinion,  hut  I  am  stating 
facts  in  the  history  of  this  matter.  We  have  used  up  hours  and 
hours  in  trying  to  pry  open  and  see  what  has  been  dene  here, 
and  now  you  are  even  trying  to  violate  the  statutes  of  the  state 
>f  Wisconsin  and  suppress  a  statement  that  should  have  been 
filed  in  accordance  with  the  law.  If  Mr.  Stephenson's  duty 
was  to  tile  a  statement  at  all,  he  should  have  been  arrested  and 
prosecuted  and  lined  because  he  did  not  obey  the  law.  He  vio- 
lated the  law. 

.Mr.   Engalls:     That  isn't  the  question. 

Senator  Husting:  Well,  you  are  trying  now  to  prevent  some- 
thing that  he  was  legally  bound  to  do  as  a  citizen  of  his  state 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  penal   laws. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     That  isn't  the  question. 

Senator  Husting:  Certainly  it  is.  We  are  only  now  trying 
to  gel  something  into  the  record  which  he  should  have  tiled  in 
accordance  with  the  penal  laws  of  the  state.  His  own  attor- 
neys don't  pretend  to  say  that  that  statement  even  pretends  to 
be  in  conformity  with  the  statute. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  What  has  that  got  to  do  with  the  corrupt  and 
unlawful  use  of  money? 

Senator  Husting:  Well.  I  don't  believe  that  it  requires  a 
great  stretch  of  imagination,  after  we  have  learned  about  the 
banking  methods  and  disbursements  of  money,  to  see  that  it 
raises  some  presumption  that  we  may  learn  something  by  going 
into  this  matter. 

Mr.  ingalls:  It  is  a  question  of  learning  something.  That 
isn't  the  question.  T  say  there  are  two  methods  of  precedure 
here:  one  is  along  specific  lines,  and  the  other  is  a  fishing  excur- 
sion. 

Senator  Husting:  1  would  like  to  amend.  The  object  of  one 
is  to  proceed  along  lines  by  which  we  can  find  out  nothing  and 
one  is  to  proceed  along  the  lines  by  which  we  can  find  out  some- 
thing, and  it  appears  to  me  that  you  prefer  to  pursue  that  line 
which  will  show  you  nothing;  you  are  seeking  nothing  and 
want  nothing,  if  I  understand  your  theory  and  your  position 
correct!  v. 
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Mr.  Ingalls:  You  are  letting  your  curiosity  run  away  with 
your  judgment  in  this  matter. 

Senator  Husting:  No,  I  want  to  do  business  along  business- 
like lines,  and  I  don '1  know  of  any  better  way  to  find  out  what 
has  been  going  on  than  to  go  ahead  and  have  them  tell  us 
something  now-  which  tiny  should  have  done  before,  and  I  come 
back  to  the  same  proposition,  which  the  Law  demands  that  he 
should  do.  and  it  doesn't  lie  in  the  mouth  of  anybody  to  get 
up  and  be  an  accessory  after  the  fact  in  suppressing  a  state- 
ment which  tbe  law  says  shall  be  tiled.  Now,  1  say.  if  yon  don't 
want  an  examination,  if  you  don'1  want  an  investigation,  if  you 
want  nothing,  if  yon  don't  waul  to  find  out  anything,  why  let's 
vote  I'm-  your  motion:  but  if  you  gentlemen  are  sincere  and 
want  this  investigation  followed  up.  let  it  hit  where  it  may. 
into  whatever  ranks  it  may.  let  us  vote  it  down,  and  I  say.  gen- 
tlemen of  this  committee,  this  is  'too  serious  a  proposition  to 
trifle  with.  We  haven't  stayed  here  for  two  weeks  only  to  be 
snubbed  and  run  into  a  pocket.  The  eyes  of  the  people  of  the 
state  are  upon  this  committee  watching  these  proceedings.  Too 
often  suspicion  rests  upon  investigations  of  this  kind.  It  is 
about  time  that  a  committee  appointed  to  investigate  shall  in- 
vestigate and  uncover  everything.  Why.  the  attorney  for  the 
gentleman  mosl  interested  in  this  matter  stated  here  before  the 
committee  the  other  day  that  he  would  be  against  suppression 
of  any  fads.  Does  the  gentleman  hold  a  better  brief  for  Sen- 
ator Stephenson  than  his  attorney  does' 

.Mi-.  Ingalls:  I  don't  bold  a  brief  at  all.  I  say  there  are 
two  lines  here.     Which  do  you  want  .' 

Senator  Husting:  1  want  the  line  that  we  are  about  to  pur- 
sue. 

Mr.  [ngalls:     Then,  all  right. 

Senator  Husting:  If  the  gentleman  agrees  with  me  on  that. 
we  can  proceed. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  ain't  kicking  on  that,  bid  I  say  there  are  two 
lines  here.     Which  is  the  better  course  to  pursue? 

Senator  Husting:  Well.  I  have  stated  which  T  considered 
the  better  line  to  pursue,  and  T  say  the  attorney  for  Mr.  Steph- 
enson said  this  was  the  better  line  to  pursue. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  May  he  he  can  afford  to  sit  here  for  the  next 
six  months,  hut  maybe  the  people  don't  want  us  to. 
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Senator  Husting:  1  don'1  think  the  gentleman  from  Ra- 
pine's time  is  more  valuable  than  the  attorney  from  Milwaukee. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Your  time  is  valuable. 

Senator  I  [listing:  I  consider  it  so,  I  consider  it  too  valuable  to 
waste  on  wrangles. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  This  lias  never  been  brought  up  at  all.  Senator 
Ousting. 

Senator  Husting:  <  >.  yes,  it  was.  this  morning,  and  it  was 
thrashed  "in  last  Friday,  when  every  member  of  the  committee 
_;.  .t  up  and  said  they  wanted  a  full,  fair  and  free  investigation  of 
the  matter,  and  it  was  thrashed  out  by  the  committer  on  confer- 
ence and  yon  finally  agreed  to  the  resolution  as  it  was  finally 
adopted.  \Tow,  I  say  let's  get  down  to  business  and  have  an  in- 
vestigation of  this  matter. 

Air.  lira}-:  I  am  not  going  to  make  a  speech.  I  have  been  nn- 
pressed  however,  with  the  protests  on  the  part  of  members  of  this 
committee  that  they  are  actuated  only  by  the  purest  and  highest 
motive.  It  seems  to  be  everybody's  desire,  who  gets  up  here,  to 
tell  how  pure  they  are,  and  how  had  the  other  fellow  is.  I  hope 
the  gentleman  who  just  spoke  was  acttiated  by  pure  motives  rather 
than  political  ones,  in  his  outburst.  .Mr.  Sackett  was  on  the  stand 
at  the  request  of  himself,  and  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Edmonds,  and 
I  do  not  see  why  the  situation  is  any  different  now  from  what  is 
was  at  the  time  he  made  the  request.  I  feel  that  it  is  proper  to 
follow  out  Mr.  Blaine's  charges,  but  inasmuch  as  Mr.  Sackett  is 
now  on  the  stand,  and  at  his  own  request,  and  also  at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Edmonds,  I  am  in  favor  of  proceeding  with  him;  and  de- 
ciding afterwards,  if  we  want  to  go  on  with  the  Blaine  charges. 
It  seems  to  me  that  we  are  wasting  too  much  time  in  talking 
about  these  things,  and  trying  to  appear  all  right  in  the  minds 
of  the  public,  and  telling  how  pure  we  are.  1  notice  that  the 
fellows  who  talk  about  wasting  time  talk  the  longest,  and  I  will 
therefore  shut  up. 

Senator  1  lusting:  1  move  we  settle  this  question  once  and 
for  all.  The  gentleman  speaks  of  talking  too  long.  Xo  one 
objects  to  his  talking;  and  each  member  will  take  such  time  as 
he  thinks  is  necessary.  I  think  there  has  been  more  talk  than 
should  be  necessary,  but  I  say:  Let  us  close  it  up  now  once  and 
forever,  or  else  we  will  have  this  up  to-morrow  morning  or  a 
short  half  hour  from  now.  Only  a  short  time  ago  we  had  a 
resolution   saving  that  the  witness  shall   answer:  and  no  sooner 
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is  the  question  put  to  a  vote  than  this  question  was  raised  again. 
Let  us  settle  tins  question  once  and  tor  all. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Is  it  a  question  you  can  settle  once  and  for 
all  '.  As  matters  stand  now  I  would  vote  one  way ;  but  condi- 
tions might  so  shape  themselves  that  1  would  vote  entirely  dif- 
ferent. 1  would  say  that  we  have  got  to  do  certain  things.  To 
say  that  we  have  got  to  settle  that  once  and  for  all,  1  do  not 
feel  like  handling  it  in  that  way. 

My.  Hambrecht:  It  seems  to  me  we  can  honestly  differ  on 
the  interpretation  of  the  resolution  without  being  accused,  or 
accusing  each  other,  of  what  our  motives  will  spell  in  the  end; 
and  what  its  effect  is  going  to  be,  political  or  otherwise.  The 
resolution  says  that  this  committee  is  to  investigate  "'fully, 
fairly,  thoroughly  and  impartially  such  charges,  and  the  man- 
ner, means  and  method  by  which  the  last  primary  campaign 
is  claimed  to  have  been  corruptly  or  unlawfully  conducted,  and 
every  charge  of  corrupt  or  unlawful  conduct  or  acts  on  the  pari 
of  any  candidate  for  United  States  senator  in  the  last  primary 
campaign  and  primary  election." 

Mow,  I  can  see  how  we  can  honestly  feel  that  we  can  proceed 
along  the  lines  claimed,  or  alleged  corrupt  acts,  without  having 
it  spell  whitewash.  <>r  anything  else;  and  I  can  see  how  Mr.  In- 
galls  can  honestly  make  that  motion,  and  be  sincere  in  his  claim, 
(lf  a  full,  i'rrr  and  wide  open  investigation.  It  is  simply  a  ques- 
tion of  policy  on  the  part  of  the  committee  as  to  which  method 
it  will  pursue,  considering  its  limitations;  and  one  of  the  most 
important  limitations  placed  upon  the  committee  is  ".March 
loth.'*  the  time  set  for  our  report.  At  that  time  we  must  say 
whether  money  has  been  corrupting  and  unlawfully  used,  as 
claimed;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  if  we  are  to  examine  from 
four  to  five  thousand  witnesses,  as  we  may  be  called  upon  to  ex- 
amine, in  order  to  run  this  down,  on  a  fishing  excursion,  that 
we  may  not  have  our  report  ready  by  March  loth.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  we  pursue  what  appears  to  me  to  lie  the  plain 
language  of  the  resolution  Ave  can  have  some  sort  of  a  report  on 
tlie  charges  that  have  been  preferred.  I  want  to  say  that  the 
gentlemen  who  are  standing  here  and  posing  for  a  wide  open 
investigation,  and  saying  that  opposition  to  them  spells  "white- 
wash" are  the  very  men  that  opposed  the  bringing  of  Senator 
Blaine  to  this  stand,  and  having  him  examined.     And  for  what 
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purpose?     It  is  the  first  time  I  have  questioned  the  purpose,  but 

it  seems  to  me  if  there  have  been  any  dilatory  taeties  on  this 
committee  it  has  come  from  the  people  who  have  tried  to  cover 
up  specific  charges.  I  asked  that  specific  charges  be  brought. 
discussed  and  sifted  down,  from  the  first,  and  the  men  who 
claimed  they  were  for  a  wide  open  investigation  are  the  ones 
who  attempted,  by  all  the  means  within  their  power,  to  keep 
that  away  from  this  committee.  1  say  thai  we  may  differ  on 
methods  of  procedure,  and  not  have  it  spell  one  thing  or  an- 
other. I  will  not  take  a  second  place  to  any  senator  on  this 
committee  as  to  a  desire  for  a  full,  wide  open  investigation  of 
Corruption,  within  the  limitations  plared  on  our  instructions 
from    the    legislature. 

The  Chairman:     That  is.  on  tic  Blaine  charges,  yon  mean? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  do  not  mean  on  the  Blaine  charges.  I 
mean  on  the  instructions  recommended  by  the  committee  on 
conference;  and  when  I  read  that,  that  is  one  of  the  things  that 
we  are  to  investigate:  "Investigate  fully,  thoroughly  and  fairly 
into  the  manner,  means  and  methods  by  which  the  last  primary 
campaign  is  claimed  to  have  been  corruptly  or  unlawfully  eon- 
ducted."  Not  necessarily  by  Mr.  Blaine;  by  anyone.  I  am 
willing  to  sift  any  charge,  from  any  source,  brought  before  this 
committee;  every  charge  of  corrupt  and  unlawful  use  of  money. 
That  is  what  our  instructions  asked  us  to  do,  and  I  think  we  can 
well  say  that  we  want  to  hear  some  charge  before  we  proceed 
much  farther.  We  have  already  spent  a  week,  and  well  into 
the  second  week,  and  it  was  only  by  the  most  strenuous  efforts 
of  the  assembly  members  of  this  committee  that  we  were  able 
to  get  a  single  charge  before  this  committee;  and  it  took'  a  day's 
time  to  convince  the  senators — and  we  did  not  convince  them, 
because  they  voted  against  listening  to  a  single  charge;  and 
then  they  claim  that  our  course  spells  "whitewash."  There 
are  two  ways  of  looking  at  this.  T  claim  their  course  spells 
nothing   but    "whitewash,"   and    "politics." 

Senator  Morris:  I  want  to  say  or  word  or  two.  I  regret  ex- 
ceedingly that  we  have  to  take  this  time,  and  yet  I  regard  all  of 
this  as  being  helpful  in  the  end.  We  are  here  to  do  this  work. 
Now.  I  am  not  going  to  make  any  protestation  in  regard  to  my 
own  virtue,  or  my  own  integrity  of  purpose  in  regard  to  this 
investigation.     T  think  someone  has  made  the  remark  something 
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to  this  effect,  that  he  thinks  some  protest  too  niueli.  I  certainly 
do  not  want  to  get  into  that  attitude  before  this  committee,  and 
before  the  public.  The  fact  is,  however,  that  when  the  Blame 
charges  were  first  made  in  the  senate  the  claim  was  made  by 
some  people  that  they  were  not  specific ;  there  was  nothing  defin- 
ite in  them;  they  were  just  a  general  aspersion  east  upon  certain 
men.  For  some  reason  that  thought  seems  to  be  changed  now. 
and  the  Blaine  charges  are  regarded  as  specific  things,  and  Mr. 
[ngalls  now  regards  the  Blaine  charges  as  being  specific,  and 
raises  tlie  question  as  to  whether  or  not  we  oughl  no1  to  confine 
ourselves  to  those  ehai  ges. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  If  you  understood  me  in  that  way  you  misun- 
derstood me. 

Senator  Morris:  I  am  not  going  to  try  to  misstate  your  posi- 
tion; bu1  these  charges  which  were  regarded  as  indefinite  things 
are  now  thought  to  he  palmed  off  on  the  committee  as  "specific 
things.  We  ad  know  thai  they  are  not  specific,  in  the  sense 
that  they  give  this  committee  the  informal  ion  we  ward.  They 
are  not  specific  in  the  sense  thai  they  advise  the  legislature 
vvhal  has  been  done  in  the  way  the  legislature  desires  to  be  ad- 
vised. We  all  know  that.  Now.  the  gentleman  seems  to  take 
the  position  that  we  should  do  one  of  two  things,  confine  our- 
selves to  specific  charges,  or  quit.  Now.  1  say  that  it  is  a  proper 
question  for  the  gentleman  to  raise  at  this  time,  and  it  is  a 
proper  question  for  us  to  p:iss  upon  at  this  time.  The  only 
thing  we  should  consider  is  which  of  these  methods  will  come 
nearer  to  an  honest  discharge  of  our  duties. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     That  is  the  question. 

Senator  Morris:  That  is  the  question.  Now.  if  we  are  con- 
fined, *as  we  shall  he  in  that  case,  to  specific  charges,  so  far  as  1 
am  advised  your  committee  might  just  as  well  adjourn,  because 
I  know  of  no  specific  act  of  corruption  in  this  primary  cam- 
paign, and  so  far  as  I  know  no  other  member  of  the  committee 
has  such  information.  Therefore,  no  investigation  along  that 
line  can  be  made;  and  while  we  might  sit  here  until  March  15th 
we  would  he  merely  sitting  here,  and  doing  nothing.  Now.  let 
us  canvass  the  other  alternative.  If  we  seek  from  these  wit- 
nesses the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom  this  money  was  paid  it 
dues  not  follow  that  the  money  was  corruptly  paid,  or  corruptly 
used  at  all.     No  aspersion   is  being  thrown  upon  the  names  of 
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these  men.  It  is  no  discredil  to  them  unless,  upon  further  in- 
vestigation, it  develops  that  that  money  was  corruptly  used. 
Now,  after  the  committee  has  the  names  of  the  men  to  whom 
the  money  was  paid,  it  may  be  able  to  get  information  which 
will  enable  it,  as  to  certain  men,  to  follow  the  thing  out  and  get 
at  the  facts,  and  corruption,  if  there  is  corruption. 

The  Chairman:     Not  necessarily  all  these  names. 

Senator  .Morris:     Not  necessarily  all  these  names. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  The  idea  was:  Assuming  that  it  would  show 
that. 

Senator  Morris:  It  was  not  my  thought,  and  it  is  not  my 
thought  now.  jitter  we  shall  have  gotten  the  names  of  all  of 
these  men  to  whom  money  was  paid,  to  follow  it  out  to  each 
man.  and  through  him  out  into  the  campaign;  but  it  has  been 
my  thought  to  get  those  names  and  then  use  what  little  informa- 
tion we  have,  and  what  little  judgment  we  may  possess,  and  dig 
the  thing  out  where  the  thing  seems  to  require  investigation; 
and  to  do  it  honestly  and.  as  1  have  no  doubt,  cy>.>vy  member 
on  the  committee  wants  to  do  it.  Then,  after  we  have  done 
that  in  a  way  that  satisfies  ourselves,  that  we  are  satisfied  with. 
the  public  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  it.  That  is  my  position  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  I  might  say  further,  however,  as  I  remem- 
ber the  Blaine  charges,  while  there  are  several  charges  that  are 
made  as  specific  as  I  presume  Mr.  Blaine  could  make  them,  there 
is  one  general  question,  or  charge  there  of  a  general  nature  un- 
der which  we  can  proceed  in  this  way.  and  ought  to  proceed  in 
this  way.  as  it  seems  to  me.  I  have  stated  my  position  in  this 
matter,  and  that  is  all  I  have  to  say. 

(Motion  read.) 

Mr.  Whitman :  Here  we  have  a  witness  upon  the  stand.  The 
point  would  be  whether,  if  we  are  going  to  proceed  along  that 
line,  it  should  not  be  decided  after  that  witness  has  been  exam- 
ined. 

Mr.  Bray:     What  is  that? 

Mr.  Whitman  :  I  say:  We  have  a  witness  on  the  stand  to 
give  us  general  and  specific  facts.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  were 
going  to  proceed  along  other  lines  than  those  which  we  have 
undertaken,  we  should  have  done  so  before  we  called  this  witness, 
and  call  somebody  on  those  specific  charges,  or  else  finish  up  with 
34 
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this  witness  and  then  take  that  other  tack,  if  we  wish.     We  have 
all  had  the  mantle  of  purity  thrown  over  our  shoulders,  and   I 
would  like  to  throw  it  over  mine,  if  possible.     I  have  been  against 
investigation.      I  do  not  hud  another  man  in  the  whole  legislature 
that  seems  to  want  to  get  up  and  admit  that  he  did  not  want  a 
full,   fair  and  complete  investigation.      I    voted  against  it   in  the 
first  instance,  and  would  have  voted  against  it  in  the  last  instance 
if  it  had  come  up  in  that  manner.     I  voted  for  the  Whittet  reso- 
lution in  preference  to  the   Husting  resolution;  but    1   did  it  be- 
cause J  thought  that  would  come  nearer  to  my  view. 
The  Chairman  :     Nearer  to  no  investigation. 
Mr.  Whitman:      Nearer  to  no  investigation.     That  is  it.     I  am 
right   here.     That   is  the   whole  point;  and    1   base  it  upon  this: 
That    I   do  not  believe  that   it   is  the  province  of  the  legislature, 
under  the  intention  of  the  primary  election  law.  to  be  a  judge  of 
that  election,  when  it  was  the  intention  of  the  primary  election 
law.  and  the  "Wisconsin    Idea"  and  all   these  things,  to  take  it 
away  from  the  legislature.      In  other  words  1  did  not  believe  that 
it  was  the  intention  to  take  away  the  prerogative  of  electing  a 
United  States  senator,  and  at  the  same  time  retain  with  that  legis- 
lature the  prerogative  of  judging  of  that  election.      I  hit   1  could 
not  rind  a  soul  in  the  whole  legislature  that  agreed  with  me.      I 
have  stated,  and  state  yet.  that   I   was  not  in   favor  of  investigat- 
ing: but   the  legislature  decided  otherwise.     They  want   the  in- 
vestigation.    They   appointed   me   on    the   conference   committee 
with  that  end  in  view.      I  did  not  assume  to  place  my  own  views 
into  that,  but    I   intended  and  attempted  to  place  the  views  of  the 
legislature   into  that   resolution,   and    I    think   we   have   done   so. 
Now,    then,    the   question    comes    up    as    to    what    is    within    the 
province  of  this  committee,  as  outlined  by  that  resolution;  and  [ 
for  one.  notwithstanding  my  own  views  that  I  had  in  the  begin- 
ning, say  this:     That  everything  along  the  line  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution should  be  gone  into,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  if  1  had 
had  my  voice  I  would  have  said  the  investigation   was  uncalled 
for.      But  we  have  gone  beyond  that,  and  I  want  to  go  on  rec- 
ord— not  for  tin-  newspapers,  for  the  public,  or  anybody,  but  be- 
cause  1    feel   it   my   duty — that   it    comes   within   that    resolution. 
Notwithstanding  my  own   views.  I  believe  that  if  we  are  going 
into  that   at  this  time  we  should  get  the   whole  thing.      Now,    \ 
don't  know  whether  these  gentlemen  agree  with  me,  or  whether 
they  do  not;  but.   later.    I    would   say   this:      1    don't   say   that   I 
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would  always  vote  that  way.  If  it  should  develop  that  we  can- 
not possibly  get  in  to  those  things  and  get  through  with  our  in- 
vestigation, that  it  won't  be  politic  for  us  to  do  so,  I  should  say: 
"Stop  and  get  at  something  more  definite." 

Senator  Rusting:     May  I  ask  you  a  question? 

Mr.  Whitman  :     Yes. 

Senator  Rusting:  With  the  prejudice  you  admit  you  have,  do 
von  think  you  can  fairly  interpret  the  scope  of  this  resolution? 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  do.  I  have  interpreted  it,  and  I  interpret  it 
that  it  must  be  full,  and  must  be  fair.  I  interpret  it  along  the 
lines  that  you  interpret  it. 

The  Chairman:      Regardless  of  charges? 

Mr.  Whitman:  Regardless  of  charges.  But  I  would  say  this: 
It  would  be  a  little  better,  if  it  were  possible,  to  have  charges  in 
here,  so  that  we  could  go  at  those,  and  run  those  down.  Now,  I 
say  that ;  but  as  to  the  general  proposition — 

Senator  Morris:  (interrupting)  May  \  ask  you  a  question? 
I  do  not  do  it  for  the  purpose  of  interrupting  you. 

Mr.  Whitman:     Xo.  I  understand. 

Senator  Morris:  Isn't  this  true:  If  we  had  specific  charges. 
if  we  had  specific  instances  where  money  was  unlawfully  spent, 
if  we  knew  of  specific  cases  of  bribery,  there  would  not  be  any 
necessity  of  appointing  this  committee  to  investigate  it,  would 
there  ? 

Mr.  Whitman:  Only  to  bring  out  the  facts,  which  1  think  is 
all  that  we  are  doing  anyway. 

Senator  Morris:  You  would  not  see  the  necessity  of  a  com- 
mittee if  we  had  all  that  information  to  start  with? 

Mr.  Whitman:  If  we  had  the  entire  information,  and  had  it 
run  down  so  that  it  was  definitely  settled — 

Senator  Morris  :  ( interrupting)  Then  you  would  not  need  any 
committee  ? 

Mr.  Whitman:  Would  not  need  a  committee.  But  here  is  a 
charge  of  bribery  which  we  may  want  to  investigate,  and  in  that 
phase  we  might  have  a  committee  appointed  to  investigate  that 
charge.  But  I  say  this:  At  this  time,  it  is  the  duty  of  this  com- 
mittee to  investigate.  Xow.  later  I  do  not  say  but  what  I  may 
agree  with  Mr.  Ingalls  that  the  committee  will  be  placed  in  such 
a  position  where  it  will  have  to  do  the  thing  along  the  lines  that 
he  has  suggested.  But  all  of  these  gentlemen  have  filed  their  ex- 
pense accounts,  and  not  one  of  them  have  complied  with  the  law. 
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Not  a  candidate  has  complied  with  the  law.  We  cannot  say  that 
as  to  Stephenson  any  more  than  the  others;  but  1  believe  at  this 
time  we  should  go  into  the  whole  question.  I  would  rather  it 
had  been  gone  into  in  more  of  a  general  way  than  to  have  -one 
immediate]}'  to  the  point,  as  Senator  Morris  is  suggesting. 

Senator  I  [usting:  Let  me  ask  you  one  more  question.  There 
is  one  rather  sharp  distinction,  isn't  there  between  the  statement 
of  Senator  Stephenson  and  all  the  rest?  All  the  rest  have  filed 
their  accounts  in  detail  now.  according  to  the  statute,  giving  the 
names  and  the  amounts  and  dates  of  expenditures.  We  have 
that  data,  or  may  have  ii.  whenever  we  call  upon  them  to  get  it;. 
may  have  all  that  data  and  information  which  the  statute  says  we 
max  have.  We  may  have  that  before  us.  and  I  say  that  we  have 
it   11:  w. 

Mr.  Whitman:  If  we  have,  that  eleminates  then  that  far.  All 
the  point  1  am  making  is  simply  this:  It  was  very  common  all 
over  for  everybody  to  talk  about  wanting  an  investigation.  I  am 
free  to  admit  that  I  did  not  care  for  it  ;  but  now  it  is  on  1  am  here 
to  investigate. 

The  Chairman:       We  yon  ready  for  the  question? 

Mr.  Bray:  The  atmosphere  has  become  so  clarified  and  pure 
that  1  have  forgotten  what  it  is. 

(  Motion  read.  ) 

The  Chairman:  Those  of  you  who  favor  that  motion  will,  as 
your  name  is  '-ailed,  vote  aye;  and  those  who  oppose  it  will  vote 
no. 

The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
,  The  Clerk:     Senator  Marsh? 

Senat  ir  Marsh  :     No. 

The  Clerk:     Senator  Morris? 

Senat<  >r  Morris  :      No. 

The  Clerk  :      Senator  Husting? 

Senator  Husting:      No. 

The  Clerk:     Assemblyman  Bray? 

Assemblyman  Bray:     No. 

The  Clerk  :     Assemblyman  Ingalls? 
Assemblyman  Ingalls:     Yes. 

The  Clerk:     Assemblyman  Hambrecht? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  want  to  explain  the  vote.  J  am  going  to 
vote  no  now  for  this  reason;  There  is  a  witness  on  the  stand, 
and  after  he  is  dismissed    I   will   reserve  the  right  to  change  my 
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vote.     I  believe  we  ought  to  conduct  the  examination  along  other 
lines;  but  in  view  of  the  witness  on  the  stand  I  vote  "No." 

The  Clerk:     Assemblyman  Whitman? 

Assemblyman  Whitman:  I  vote  no,  on  that  and  the  other  rea- 
son.- 1  gave. 

The  Clerk:     Assemblyman  Chappie? 

Mr.  Chappie:      I  vote  no. 

The  Chairman:  The  motion  is  lost,  and  Senator  Morris  may 
proceed  with  his  examination. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  would  like  to  have  it  entered  on  the  minutes  that 
inasmuch  as  Senator  Marsh  has  not  said  anything,  and  has  not 
had  to  testify  to  his  purity,  that  the  sentiment  of  this  committee 
is  that  he  is  as  pure  as  the  rest  of  us. 

Mr.  Chappie:  How  about  Assemblyman  Chappie?  lie  is 
pure  too,  isn't  he. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  the  name-  of  any  of  the  men  to  whom  any 
of  the  money  was  paid  in  the  county  of  Dane? 

A.  1  would  like  to  answer  that  question  not  too  positively;  I 
might  be  mistaken,  not  having  kept  a  record  of  the  names.  I  do 
not  like  to  make  absolutely  positive  statement-,  and  if  it  will  be 
understood  that  the  statement  is  not  positive  I  will  try  to  tell  you 
the  names  of  two  men  who  might  have  received  part  of  that 
money. 

.Mr.  Hambrecht:      1  object,  unless  lie  knows. 

The  Chairman:  This  being  in  the  nature  of  a  cross  examina- 
tion, is  that  a  good  objection? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Unless  he  knows  to  whom  it  was  given.  If 
it  C  a  :_:'uc->  I  object  to  his  answer. 

Senator  Morris  : 

Q.  Give  us  your  best  information. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  May  1  make  a  suggestion:  That  the  witness  on 
the  stand  may  use  any  memoranda  which  he  has  to  refresh  his 
recollection. 

The  Chairman  :     Yes. 

Mr.  Morris:  (to  witness)  Yes,  any  memorandum  that  you 
have. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     And  may  he  state  how  his  memoranda  is  made?' 

Senator  Morris:  Any  information  that  he  has.  I  will  ask  this 
question : 

(  ).    Using  anv  memoranda  or  other  data  that  you  may  have,  will 
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you  now  tell  us  the  names  of  the  people  in  Dane  county  to  whom 
this  money,  or  any  part  of  it,  was  paid? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Referring  to  dates,  so  that  it  may  be  distinctly 
understood  what  you  mean. 

A.  If  you  will  give  me  the  dates,  I  may  be  able  to  find  it  more 
readily. 

O.  July  28,  there  is  an  item  of  $300  here. 

A.  $300,  or  $200? 

Q.  July  28,  is  $200. 

A.  From  the  memoranda  that  I  have  1  believe  that  $200  was 
given  to  I  [ugh  I  .ewis. 

O.  Do  you  know  by  whom  it  was  given  to  him? 

A.  It  was  given  to  him  by  me,  or  Mr.  Edmonds,  or  Mr.  Pue- 
Licher,  on  my  order.  1  couldn't  say  positively.  I  have  no  mem- 
orandum as  to  that. 

Q.   And  do  you  know  what  it  was  intended  to  be  used  for? 

A.  To  be  used  for  promoting  Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign  gen- 
erallv  in  this  locality. 

Q.   And  do  you  know  what  use  was  made  of  it? 

A.   1  do  not. 

Q.    K  that  all  you  know  about  it? 

A.   That  is  all  I  know  about  that  $200. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  might  also  suggest  whether,  as  you  go  along,  it 
might  be  inquired  whether  that  was  given  in  cash  or  some  other 
form — each  item. 

Senator  Morris:      I  was  just  going  to  ask  that  question. 

(J.  Do  you  know  whether  that  item  was  in  currency  or  in 
draft? 

A.  I  should  say  that  it  was  given  in  the  form  of  a  Chicago 
draft. 

(J.    Now,  July  IS. 

Mr.  I  [yzer:  I  do  not  ever  mean  to  interrupt,  except  to  aid  you. 
that  is  all.  When  the  witness  says:  "I  should  judge  that  it  was 
given  in  the  form  of  a  Chicago  draft'"  does  he  draw  that  infer- 
ence from  the  memorandum  which  he  has  prepared?  May  that 
question  be  asked  ? 

Witness  :      I  do. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Has  the  source  of  that  memorandum  been 
put  in  evidence?  I  don't  know  what  he  refers  to,  unless  it  is  his 
own  memorandum. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     1   means  to  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  might, 
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that  before  going  into  detail,  and  in  order  that  the  evidence  might 
come  understandingly,  that  we  might  know  how  that  memo- 
randum is  made  up. 

Q.    You  hold  a  memorandum  in  your  hand,  do  you? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.   Which  you  are  using"  in  the  testimony  you  are  about  to  give? 

A.   I  do. 

O.   When  was  that  memorandum  made  up? 

A.   Sunday  and  Monday,  I  think;  this  week. 

Q.   Sunday  and  Monday  of  this  week? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.   And  by  whom  was  it  made? 

A.    By  me. 

Q.  Alone? 

A.  1  will  have  to  go  a  little  outside  of  your  question  to  give 
you  a  clear  idea  of  that.  I  understand,  was  informed,  that  Mr. 
Puelicher  was  subpoenaed  to  appear  before  this  committee  with 
the  drafts,  cashier's  checks,  and  other  data  in  the  possession  of  the 
bank  relating  to  this  campaign.  I  was  asked  to  assist  him  to 
select  these  from  the  mass  of  such  material  in  the  bank.  From 
my  list,  and  my  recollection  of  names  as  I  saw  them  on  the  drafts, 
I  did  help  him  select  those  checks  to  the  best  of  my  ability  ;  and 
as  I  selected  them,  for  the  convenience  of  this  committee  should 
they  ask  me  for  it,  1  made  these  notes  on  a  carbon  copy  of  the 
notes  that  I  gave  to  you  yesterday. 

(J.  This  memoranda  is  prepared  by  yourself,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  Mr.  Edmonds,  for  the  purpose  of  testifying  before  the — 

A.    (interrupting)   No.  not  Mr.  Edmonds;  Mr.  Puelicher. 

O.  (continued)  I  mean  Mr.  Puelicher,  for  the  purpose  of  be- 
ing used  in  testifying  before  this  committee? 

A.  For  the  purpose  of  enlightening  this  committee,  should  they 
ask  me  questions  making  it  necessary,  yes.  sir. 

Mr.  llyzer:  May  I  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  committee  for 
three  minutes?  An  attorney  has  called  in  reference  to  another 
matter,  that  would  like  to  see  me. 

Recess  was  hereupon  taken  for  ten  minutes;  at  the  conclusion 
of  which  the  hearing  was  resumed  as  follows: 

O.  As  to  the  item  of  $200  paid  to  Mr.  Lewis,  do  you  testify  on 
your  own  recollection,  or  the  memorandum? 

A.   From  the  memorandum. 

O.  That  covers  the  item  of  "July  28,  $200?" 
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A.  I  will  say  right  here  that  I  cannot  state  positively  that  these 
things  cover  that  identical  item.  I  do  recall  that  money  was 
given  to  Hng-h  Lewis,  and  the  check,  the  Chicago  draft,  which  I 
found  in  the  bank's  archive-,  for  $200,  payable  to  Hugh  Lewi-, 
hear-  an  even  date  with  my  memoranda;  consequently  I  believe 
that  that  is  the  item,  and  that  was  the  check. 

Q.  Now,  "July  18"  to  whom  was  that  $300  paid,  if  you 
know  .' 

A.  $200,  1  believe. 

Q.  "July  is.  $200?" 

A.  That  is  what  my  memoranda  says. 

Q.  To  whom  was  that  paid? 

A.  1  have  no  notation  as  to  that.  I  could  not  find  a  check  to 
cover  that  item. 

Q.    Have  yon  any  recollection  of  your  own? 

A.  Only  a  vague  remembrance. 

'  >.   What  is  your  best  recollection  as  to  whom  that  was  paid? 

A.  I  think  that  it  was  paid  in  cash  to  a  Air.  Ames,  whose  in- 
itials I  have  forgotten.      lie  i-  a  resident  of  .Madison. 

Q.   Yon  don't  know  who  he  is? 

A.   Win.  I  saw  him  here  in  this  room  yesterday,  I  think. 

(  !.   Can  you  tell  us  for  what  purpose  that  was  paid  to  him? 

A.  To  assist  in  organizing  the  county  of  Dane,  distributing 
literature  and  generally  promoting  the  interest-  of  Mr.  Stephen- 
son's candidacy  here. 

(J.  Do  \(>u  know  of  your  own  knowledge,  or  from  any  memo- 
randa that  you  may  have,  just  what  he  did  with  that  money? 

A.   \o.  sir. 

Q.   And  that  is  also  true  of  Mr.  Lewis,  is  it? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  Take  the  item  "August  28?" 

A.    The  Lewi-  item  ? 

(  ).  There  are  two  items  "August  28;"  one  of  $-.Jun.  the  Lewis 
item,  and  then  there  is  another. 

A.  That  is  for  $50  I  believe,  Senator,  in  order  that  I  may  be 
sure  to  get  the  right  item  ? 

Q.  Well.  I  have  it  "$300"  here,  but  1  suppose  that  is  wrong. 

A.    Possibly  there  are  two  items  on  August  28. 

Q.  Xo.  August  28,  1  have  one  item.  $50,  and  one  of  $300. 
Well,  take  the  item  $50,  on  August  28  :  do  you  know  to  whom  that 
was  paid? 
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A.  Yes,  I  have  a  notation  here.  That  appears  to  have  been 
paid  by  a  check  drawn  he  E.  A.  Edmonds  to  Mr.  Ames. 

Q.    Do  you  know  anything  more  about  that? 

A.  About  this  $50?  No,  sir.  I  got. that  from  either  Mr.  Ed- 
monds5 checks,  or  his  stub  hook;  I  don't  know  which. 

O.    Now,  the  item  on  August  8? 

A.  That  appears  to  have  been  given  or  sent  to  Mr.  Ames  in  the 
form  of  a  cashier's  check;  and  here  for  the  first  time  I  find  his 
initials.  "A.  R." 

Q.    By  whom  was  it  sent  to  him? 

A     By  Mr.  Edmonds,  or  me,  probably. 

Q.   And  for  what  purpose,  do  you  know? 

A.  For  tlie  purpose  of  organizing  and  promoting  Mr.  Stephen- 
son's interests  in  Dane  count}-. 

Q.    Do  yon  know  what  was  done  with  that  money? 

A.   No,  sir. 

O.  There  is  another  item,  $350,  August  8,  I  think. 

A.  That  was  in  the  same  form,  and  to  the  same  person. 

Q.  That  was  also  paid  to  Mr.  Ames? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

O.    For  the  same  purposes? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.   And  do  you  know  what  was  done  with  it? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marsh  :     That  was  the  cashier's  check,  was  it? 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Marsh:      From  Edmonds?1 

A.  I  couldn't  positively  say  who  sent  it.  In  some  cases  I  de- 
livered these  checks  on  his  order  to  his  stenographer,  to  be  en- 
closed and  sent.  In  some  cases  I  sent  them  myself,  and  in  some 
cases  he  sent  them. 

(J.  August  13,  $175? 

A..  That  was  a  cashier's  check  sent  to  "Purtell,"  as  I  have  it 
here. 

Q.   What  are  the  initials? 

A.   "T,"  1  think. 

O.   Did  you  send  that  ? 

A.    I  don't  remember  of  sending  it.      I  presume  Mr.  Edmonds — 

O.    (interrupting)   Do  you  know  who  "Purtell"  is? 

A.   I  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  draft  or  was  it  paid  by  cashier's  check? 


538      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION". 

A.   A  cashier's  check. 

Q.   Do  you  know  what  was  clone  with  that  money? 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.   August  14,  an  item  of  $50,  to  whom  was  that  paid? 

A.  My  note  says  "Ames." 

Q.   Do  you  know  what  was  done  with  that  money? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Senator  Morris,  will  you  permit  me  to  interrupt 
yi  m  a  lin  >ment  ? 

Senati  >r  Morris  :     Yes. 

Air.  Hyzer:  Do  you  think  it  would  hasten  the  labors  of  the 
committee  any,  and  avoid  going  hack  over  things,  to  have  the 
cashier's  checks  mentioned,  produced  at  the  time?  Because,  you 
are  locating  them  now,  and  identifying  them,  and  why  should  you 
go  hack  again,  and  go  through  all  these  items,  and  hunt  them  up? 

Senator  Morris:  1  guess  maybe  1  misunderstood.  I  don't 
understand  he  had  these  checks. 

\\'itnes>  :      I    have  not. 

Air.  Hyzer:  He  has  not.  hut  Mr.  Puelicher  is  here,  and  they 
are  here.  I  think  it  would  facilitate  matters  to  go  through  it  step 
he  step,  rather  than  to  go  over  it  again.     It  doubles  the  labor. 

Mr.  Bray:  It  is  your  intention.  I  presume,  Senator,  to  go 
through  the  items  relating  to  Dane  county  and  ascertain  who  they 
were  paid  to.  it"  possible,  and  so  with  the  other  counties0 

Senator  Morris;  Not  with  all  of  the  other  counties.  As  I 
said  this  morning — 

Mr.  Bray:  (interrupting)  If  you  are  going  to  do  that,  why 
don't  you  start  at  the  top  of  the  list?  It  takes  so  much  time  to 
find  all  these  items,  and  we  are  going  to  go  into  them  all  anyway, 
so  start  at  the  to])  of  the  list  and  get  every  name. 

Senator  Morris;  As  I  said  this  morning,  I  did  not  intend  to 
go  into  them  all. 

Mr.  Bray:  You  want  a  complete  investigation,  and  it  seems  to 
me  you  ought  to  go  into  them  all. 

Senator  Morris:  I  am  only  one-eighth  of  this  committee.  I 
don't  intend  to  go  through  the  whole  list. 

Senator  Husting:  I  would  suggest  that  Air.  Puelicher  and  Air. 
Sackett  get  together  and  make  a  complete  statement  of  this  entire 
account,  and  present  it  to  the  committee.  It  would  save  perhaps 
a  davS  inquiry. 
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Senator  Morris:  This  work  is  really  necessary  because  that 
has  not  been  done. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Senator  Husting's  suggestion  could  be  complied 
with,  sO  far  as  I  know,  by  simply  duplicating  what  Mr.  Sackett 
has  in  front  of  him  for  the  committee:  and  the  committee,  of 
course,  to  give  it  such  investigation  as  they  see  fit. 

Senator  Morris:      Yes,  that  would  save  all  this. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  You  see  what  has  been  done,  and  you  know  as 
much  about  it  as  I  do.  They  have  taken  these  cashier's  checks, 
and  penciled  memorandum  on  the  margin  of  this  copy  of  the 
exhibit  introduced  yesterday.  Now,  those  checks  can  all  be  put 
right  against  it.  and  that  can  be  duplicated  in  any  way  the  com- 
mittee see  fit. 

Senator  Morris:  Your  thought  is  to  have  Mr.  Sackett  make  a 
copy  of  his  memoranda,  together  with  the  notations,  for  each 
member  of  the  committee? 

Air.  Hyzer:  Yes;  or,  Mr.  Puelicher  can  sit  right  there  beside 
Mr.  Sackett,  and  on  every  item  yon  inquire  about,  for  which  there 
i-  a  cashier's  check,  he  can  produce  that  check;  so  von  see  von 
would  get  along  a  great  deal  faster  if  you  pursue  that  course. 

Senator  I  lusting:  It  seems  to  me.  to  get  this  thing  in  complete 
shape,  and  satisfactory,  and  go  through  it  with  the  least  possible 
time.  Mr.  Puelicher  and  Mr.  Sacket,  from  the  memoranda  they 
have  available,  should  get  together  and  take  this  entire  account 
and  make  a  list  of  the  items,  and  the  manner  it  was  paid,  whether 
currency  or  check,  and  the  number  of  the  check,  and  a  general 
statement  that  this  is  true  and  correct  from  all  the  data  available. 
That  would  present  this  whole  thing  in  a  complete  and  concise 
form. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  If  that  meets  with  the  approval  of  the  committee  I 
will  request  Mr.  Sackett  and  Mr.  Puelicher  to  do  that.  It  would 
probably  take  them  the  afternoon. 

Senator  Morris:  (to  witness)  When  do  you  think  you  could 
have  that  ? 

Witness:  Why,  it  would  require  the  assistance  of  typewriters. 
It  would  depend  on  their  efficiency. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Oh,  you  can  do  it  this  afternoon,  the  two  of  you. 

The  Witness:  If  you  have  got  operators  on  the  machine  it 
could  be  done  easily. 

Senator  Morris:     I  think  we  would  save  two  or  three  days. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     I  persume  Mr.  Welch   could  furnish  aid. 
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Senator  Morris:  I  will  say,  as  one  of  the  members,  I  should 
like  very  much  to  have  that  done.  The  fact  that  we  have  not 
got  that  is  the  only  reason  why  we  have  to  go  at  it  this  way. 
If  we  had  that  sort  of  an  account  or  memoranda  we  could  then 
examine  as  to  items,  if  we  desired  ;  and  pass  over  the  others. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  understand  thai  this  has  been  done  since  the 
committee   adjourned  on    Friday. 

(Referring  to  notations  on  the  copy  of  Exhibit  47  in  the 
hands  of  the  witness.) 

Senator  Morris:  And  this  account  would  give  all  the  names 
and  dates,  and  the  purposes,  so  far  as  you  have  it? 

Witness:     Su   far  as  I  have  it. 

Q.  Or  so  far  as  you  can  make  it  now  .' 

A.    Oh.   yes. 

Mi-.  Etusting:  1  make  that  in  the  form  of  a  motion,  that 
they  he  given  time  to  prepare  an  account,  giving  the  names, 
dates,  items,  amounts  and  purposes  for  which  expended,  as  Ear 
as  they  know:  and  whether  paid  by  check  or  currency,  and  if 
by  checks  the  number  of  the  check. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     And  produce  the  cheek. 

Senator   Husting;      Ami   produce  the  check. 

Mi-.   Hambrecht:     I    second   the   motion. 

The  Chairman:  Von  have  heard  the  motion,  gentlemen;  are 
you   ready  for  the  question? 

The  Chairman:  (to  witness)  In  doing  this  you  and  Mr. 
Puelicher  would  have  to  work  together,  would  you? 

The    Witness:      It    Would    expedite    matters,    if   avc   should. 

The  Chairman:  I  was  questioning  whether  we  could  go  on 
with  some  other  witness  while  he  was  preparing  that.  I  sup- 
pose we  could  go  on  with  Mr.  Edmonds.  We  could  go  on  with 
something  else. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  was  merely  going  to  say  that  if  you  take  that 
course  you  would  excuse  Mr.  Puelicher  as  well  as  Mr.  Sackett, 
because  this  :s  double  work.  Here  is  a  whole  lot  of  work,  and 
it  must  be  checked  up.  I  wish  also  that  Mr.  Edmonds  might  ac- 
company them,  if  he  will.  By  the  way.  he  was  compelled  to  go 
to.  Milwaukee  last  night  on  business,  and  will  be  back  at  twelve- 
thirty-five  today,  assuming  you  would  not  need  him  this  morn- 
ing. But  I  think  there  must  be  much  information  which  Mr. 
Edmonds  could  give  Mr.  Sackett.  I  think  that  is  necessarily 
true:   and  that  the   whole  thing  can   be  more   complete   if  they 
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can  work  at  it.  I  only  make  that  as  a  suggestion.  If  Mr.  Ed- 
monds says  "No",  why,  he  is  at  the  disposition  of  the  committee 
I  suppose  for  examination. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  I  thought  they  were  going  to  dictate  it  to 
the  stenographer ? 

Witness:  In  dictating  documents  of  this  kind  I  find  that  it  is  a 
little  mure  convenient — that  is  my  opinion — to  give  it  to  some- 
body right  on  the  typewriter. 

Senator  Morris:  This  occurs  to  me  :  That  if  it  were  taken  by 
the  committee's  stenographer  each  member  of  the  committee  could 
have  it  in  the  book  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  Bray:  Yon  mean  the  reporter?  The  committee  lias  an- 
other stenographer. 

Senator  Morris:  I  meant  if  this  account  is  dictated  by  the 
gentlemen  to  the  reporter  we  can  have  it  in  our  files  in  the  morn- 
ing. 

Mr.  llvzer:  Then  it  is  in  evidence,  and  you  don't  have  to  do 
any  more  about  that  part  of  it. 

Senator  Morris:  Don't  have  to  do  any  more  about  it.  After- 
wards it  comes  to  an  examination  into  it.  I  think  that  would  ex- 
pedite matters. 

Mr.  Whitman:      I  would  have  to  be  gotten  in  there,  anyway. 

The  Chairman:      It  leaves  us  without  work  for  this  afternoon. 

Senator  1  lusting':  T  will  add  to  the  motion  that  the  gentle- 
men he  given  such  assistance  at  the  disposal  of  the  committee  as 
they  may  need  for  this  work. 

Senator  Morris:  I  want  to  make  another  suggestion.  It 
seems  to  me  in  making  up  this  account  it  will  be  well  for  the  gen- 
tlemen to  classify  it  under  the  head  of  counties,  for  instance. 

Witness:  I  would  suggest  to  the  senator  that  that  would  mean 
more  work,  and  we  might  not  be  able  to  get  it  ready  in  time.  If 
we  follow  these  lines — I  am  somewhat  familiar  with  this  memor- 
anda— and  we  can  do  it  much  more  quickly;  and  I  think  that  I 
can  find  things,  and  give  you  information,  and  answer  your  ques- 
tions, hetter  than  if  the  form  were  changed. 

The  Chairman  :  In  preparing  it  couldn't  you  add  a  column — I 
think  it  will  he  tahulated — indicating  the  county  where  each  of 
these  items  was  expended.-' 

Witness :     Certainly. 

Senator  I  lusting :  I  suggest  that  it  would  be  better  for  them 
to  take  a  little  more  time,  because  it  will  facilitate  the  examina- 
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tion  of  it  here  in  this  preceeding.  If  it  does  take  a  little  longer, 
we  will  he  in  better  shape  to  expedite  matters  than  if  it  is  mixed 
up. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  suggest  that  he  follow  his  own  memor- 
anda, and  we  question  him  as  we  please. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  If  he  takes  the  time  to  associate  them  together 
it  will  save  us  time. 

The  Chairman:  If  you  can  classify  under  the  head  of 
a  >unties,  d<  >  s<  >. 

Mr.  Whitman:  He  could  classify  it  so  that  it  wouldn't  con- 
fuse himself,  but  we  would  he. 

Witness:  I  make  a  suggestion  that  this  committee  appoint  a 
sub-committee  and  *ave  it  in  their  hands  to  instruct  us  what  to 

do. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:      (to  die  chairman)  We  will  have  to  go  now. 

The  Chairman:  Those  of  you  who  favor  this  motion  will 
manifest  it  by  saying  aye;  those  opposed  no. 

Thi'  nu  >ti<  m  is  carried. 

Mr.  Whitman:  i  to  the  witness)  If  you  can  do  that.  I  think  it 
would  l.e  very  beneficial. 

Adjourned  until  two  o'clock  p.  m.  February  24,  1909. 


Two  O'Clock  P.  M..  February  24,  1909. 

Hearing  resumed.      All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Mr.  In.-alls:  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  the  senatorial 
candidate-,  Mr.  Cook,  Mr.  McGovern  and  Mr.  Hatton,  and  all 
their  managers,  he  required  to  hie  detailed  accounts  similar  to 
the  one  required  of  Mr.  Sackett  and  Mr.  Puelicher  showing  the 
amounts  paid,  and  the  dates  and  names,  accompanied  by  any 
vouchers  they  may  have,  and  that  they  do  it  forthwith,  as  soon  as 
they  can  possibly  do  it.  It  had  better  he  done  forthwith,  so  that 
they  will  do  it  as  quick  as  they  can,  that  they  he  notified  to  do  it 
and  file  them  here. 

The  Chairman:  Your  motion  just  includes  the  candidates 
themselves?      Did  you  intend  to  include  their  managers? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     All  their  managers,  whether  local  or  general. 

The  Chairman:      Does  the  motion  receive  a  second? 
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Mr.  Whitman  :      I  second  the  resolution. 

The  Chairman:  You  have  heard  the  motion.  !  won't  repeat 
it.  If  anyone  wants  to  hear  it  again  the  reporter  will  read  it. 
Are  you  ready  for  the  question?  Those  of  you  in  favor  of  that 
motion  will  manifest  it  by  saying  aye ;  those  opposed,  no.  The 
motion  is  carried  and  the  clerk  of  the  committee  is  instructed  to 
notify  each  one  of  the  candidates  of  the  action  of  the  committee. 
I  don't  know  but  Mr.  McGovern  has  filed  here  as  complete  an  ac- 
count as  he  can,  unless  the  committee  think  of  something"  more. 

Senator  Husting:  If  the  motion  is  general,  those  who  have 
complied  with  it,  it  will  not  he  necessary  for  them  to  take  any 
further  action. 

.Mr.  Ingalls:  The  motion  is  general  and  if  he  hasn't  complied 
with  it  we  will  have  him  comply  with  it. 

The  Chairman  :  Now  it  has  been  suggested,  I  suppose  from 
what  came  out  in  connection  with  this  report  that  has  been  filed 
here,  that  Mr.  Knell,  who  had  charge  of  the  Stephenson  cam- 
paign in  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  be  requested  to  file  as  complete 
an  itemized  statement  as  he  can.  I  speak  of  that,  because  Mr. 
Hyzer  is  here  and  perhaps  von  will  call  his  special  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  would  rather  the  clerk  here  would  notify  him. 
I  haven't  anything  to  do  with  him,  never  had  any. 

The  Chairman :  I  thought  perhaps  as  attorney  for  Senator 
Stephenson — 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  will  do  that,  but  I  am  not  even  acquainted  with 
Mr.  Knell;  I  never  spoke  to  him  in  my  life. 

Mr.  Ingalls:      1  meant  to  include  Knell  in  that. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Does  that  include  all  the  Milwaukee  mana- 
gers ? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Any  general  or  local  manager. 

The  Chairman :  I  think  the  candidates  themselves^  have  all 
testified  as  to  who  their  general  manager  or  managers  wTere,  and 
also  as  to  who  their  managers  were  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee. 

Senator  Morris :  Perhaps  that  motion,  as  long  as  it  is  to  be 
incorporated  in  the  letter  that  is  sent  out,  ought  to  be  made  more 
specific,  so  as  not  to  mislead  the  candidates,  so  they  will  know 
just  what  is  needed,  and  that  they  notify  their  managers. 

The  Chairman :     And  that  it  be  verified. 

Senator  Husting :  'I  suggest,  to  make  the  motion  specific,  that 
all  reports  be  made  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  statute, 
that  all  expenditures  over  $5.00  be  itemized. 
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Mr.  Ingalls:  Well,  the  motion  I  think  would  cover  that: 
giving  the  name  and  the  amount  and  date  and  what  more. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Before  calling"  another  witness  I  would  like 
to  move  that  Mr.  Elaine  be  requested  to  appear  before  this  com- 
mittee on  Friday  at  nine  o'clock  with  such  papers  as  he  referred 
to  in  his  examination,  and  other  documents  and  papers  in  his  pos- 
session. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Do  you  propose  to  subpoena  him? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Yes,  to  subpoena  him. 

Mr.  [ngalls :      1  second  the  motion. 

The  Chairman:  It  has  been  moved  and  seconded  that  Senator 
Blaine  he  requested  to  appear  before  the  committee  with  his 
papers  that  Ik-  referi^ed  to  in  his  testimony,  on  Friday  morning  at 
nine  o'cl<  >ck. 

Senator  Husting:  Now  he  stated  that  he  could  not  he  here 
with  those  papers  and  documents  before  .Monday  morning  at 
nine  o'clock,  hut  I  have  no  objection  to  Mr.  Elaine's  being  sttb- 
poenaed  before  that  time. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Why  can't  he  he  here? 

Senator  I  lusting:      I  don't  know. 

Mr.  Whitman:  The  question  is  whether  we  are  running  this 
thing  or  whether  Blaine  is. 

Senator  I  lusting:  No.  the  point  is  that  he  has  stated  upon  his 
oath  that  he  is  unable  to  appear  here  with  them  on  Friday. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  I  te  gave  as  one  of  his  reasons  his  legislative 
duties,  and  1  don't  consider  that  a  sufficient  reason. 

Senator  Morris:  I  am  in  favor  of  calling  Mr.  Elaine  as  soon 
as  he  can  report,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned,  hut  he  testified  that 
it  would  he  a  physical  impossibility  for  him  to  get  this  data  this 
week.     Now  if  that  is  a  fact,  that  it  is  a  physical  impossibility — 

Mr.  Whitman:     Well,  how  can  it  possibly  he  so? 

Senator  Morris:  Well,  I  am  only  calling  attention  to  the  fact 
that  he  so  testified.      I  don't  know. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  think  he  said  that  he  might  get  it  Friday 
or  Saturday,  that  it  would  be  a  physical  impossibility  to  get  it  the 
next  day. 

Senator  1  lusting:  My  recollection  of  the  testimony  is  that  he 
said  he  could  get  it  on  Saturday,  but  too  late  for  the  use  of  the 
committee. 

Senator  Morris:  I  don't  remember  the  exact  circumstances, 
but  I  do  recall  that  he  testified  to  that. 
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The  Chairman  :  I  presume  that  wouldn't  interfere  with  our 
requesting  him  to  be  here  on  Friday  with  it.  I  suppose  it  is 
hardly  worth  spending  much  time  discussing  it.  I  presume  the 
members  of  the  committee  are  ready  to  vote  upon  it  at  this  time. 
Those  of  you  who  favor  that  motion  manifest  it  by  saying  aye, 
those  opposed  no.     The  motion  is  carried. 

Mr.  Bray:  Mr.  Chairman:  I  want  to  offer  the  following 
resolution  : 

"Whereas,  On  the  23rd  day  of  February,  1909,  at  the  last  ses- 
sion of  this  committee.  Senator  John  J.  Blaine,  in  response  to  a 
subpoena,  came  he  fore  the  committee  as  a  witness  and  prelimi- 
narily to  giving  his  testimony  made  the  following  statement  to 
the  committee : 

T  do  not  hesitate  in  stating  here  this  morning  before  this  com- 
mittee, that  that  side  of  this  committee  that  has  called  me  this 
morning  can  only  be  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  and  assisting  in 
the  defense  of  Isaac  Stephenson,' 

And  whereas.  Said  committee  is  desirous  of  maintaining  the 
dignity  and  respect  due  to  both  houses  of  the  legislature,  and  be- 
lieving that  said  committee  is  commissioned  to  resent  any  and  all 
insults  offered  to  said  committee  and  which  in  turn  reflect  upon 
the  legislature,  and  to  the  end  that  the  remarks  of  Senator  Blaine 
may  not  go  unnoticed,  resolved,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  remarks  of  Senator  John  J.  Blaine  were 
without  cause,  excuse  or  justification,  and  were  undignified,  dis- 
respectful and  insulting  to  this  committee  and  each  and  every 
member  thereof. 

Be  it  further  resolved.  That  the  foregoing  may  be  made  a  mat- 
ter of  record  in  the  proceedings  of  this  committee." 

I  want  to  say  just  a  word  with  regard  to  this.  As  I  said  yes- 
terday, I  have  made  inquiry  to  see  whether  or  not  Senator  Blaine 
could  he  tried  in  contempt  for  his  remarks,  and  from  what  in- 
vestigation 1  made  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  could  not 
successfully  be  done  without  seriously  interfering  with  the  work 
of  this  committee.  Inasmuch  as  that  cannot  be  done,  I  offer  this 
resolution  for  myself,  and  I  think  on  behalf  of  the  member-  of 
the  committee  from  the  assembly.  I  had  hoped  that  it  would  re- 
ceive also  the  support  of  the  members  from  the  senate,  but  1  un- 
derstand they  do  not  feel  that  they  can  support  it.  In  order  to 
ward  off  if  possible  any  lengthy  argument  on  the  subject,  anv 
eulogy  or  any  oratory,  this  is  all  I  have  to  say,  and  I  hope  that 
35 
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we  can  take  a  vote  on  this  without  wasting  the  afternoon  talking" 
about  it. 

The  Chairman:  The  chair  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  resolu- 
tion is  out  of  order,  for  the  reason  that  it's  entirely  without  the 
scope  of  the  resolution,  it  has  no  hearing  whatever  upon  the  ques- 
tion  we  are  investigating  here,  and  the  only  effect  that  it  w<>uld 
have  would  he  in  the  way  of  an  attempt  to  maintain  the  dignity 
of  this  committee.  The  supreme  court,  as  I  understand  it.  has 
just  decided  that  we  are  not  a  judicial  body  and  nut  sitting  as  a 
court  here,  and  1  am  of  the  opinion  that  in  view  of  the  resolution 
under  which  we  are  working  lure  and  its  limitations  that  this  is 
entirely  without  the  scope  of  the  investigation. 

Mr.  Bray:  Mr.  Chairman,  1  wish  to  appeal  from  the  decision 
of  the  chair  and  call  for  the  ayes  and  noes. 

The  Chairman:  The  ayes  and  noes  are  called  for  on  an  ap- 
peal from  the  decision  of  the  chair.  Those  of  you  who  fayor 
sustaining  tin-  ruling  of  the  chair  will  say  aye  as  your  names  are- 
called  and  those  opposed  no. 

The  roll  was  called  and  the  vote  resulted  as  follows: 

Senator  Marsh  :     Aye. 

Senator  Morris:  I  vote  aye  on  that.  I  do  it  because  I  don't 
consider  that  this  committee  has  any  right  to  censure  anybody. 

Senator  I  lusting:  Aye,  for  the  reason  that  I  think  the  point 
of  the  chair  is  well  taken. 

I'lie  following  members  voted  no:  Bray,  Ingalls.  I  lambrecht. 
Whitman  and  Chappie. 

The  Chairman  :  The  decision  of  the  chair  is  overruled.  1  sup- 
pose that  leaves  a  motion  to  be  put.  Do  you  make  a  motion  in 
relation  to  that  resolution? 

Mr.  I  lambrecht:     I  move  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Motion  seconded  and  carried  by  the  following  vote:  Ayes: 
Messrs.  Bray,  Ingalls,  I  lambrecht.  Whitman.  Chappie.  Noes: 
Senators  Marsh,  Morris.  Husting. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  congratulate  the  committee  on  the  expediency 
with  which  that  was  accomplished. 

The  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Bray  was  marked  Exhibit  48, 
C.  II.  Welch,  stenographer. 

The  Chairman:  Mow  will  we  have  Mr.  Edmonds  sworn?  Is 
Mr.  Edmonds  here? 

Senator  Morris:  While  we  are  waiting  for  Mr.  Edmonds 
wouldn't  it  be  well,  in  order  to  expedite  the  work  of  the  commit- 
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tee,  to  have  the  man  to  whom  the  money  was  paid  furnish  an 
itemized  statement  of  the  disbursements?  In  other  words,  make 
this  motion  which  prevailed  apply  to  the  managers  of  the  candi- 
dates in  the  counties  as  well  as  to  their  general  managers. 
Wouldn't  that  expedite  the  work  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  Ingalls :     1  think  it  would. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     Applying  to  all  the  candidates? 

Senator  Morris:  Yes.  For  the  purpose  of  bringing"  that  mo- 
tion before  the  committee,  I  will  move,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the 
general  managers  of  the  senatorial  candidates  be  required  to  no- 
tify the  managers  in  the  counties  that  the  committee  desires  that 
thc_\-  also  tabulate  and  furnish  to  the  committee  as  soon  as  possi- 
ble an  account  of  the  disbursements  made  by  them. 

Senator  I  lusting:      I  second  the  motion. 

Motion  carried. 

The  Chairman:  The  clerk  is  instructed  to  see  that  the  direc- 
tion is  followed. 

E.  A.  Edmonds,  being  first  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

i  Examined  by  Senator  Morris.  ) 

Q.   Mr.  Edmonds,  where  do  you  reside? 

A.   Appleton,  Wisconsin. 

O.  A\  hat  official  position  do  you  hold — politically? 

A.  I  am  chairman  of  the  republican  state  central  committee,  I 
believe. 

'Q.   When  were  yon   elected  chairman   of  the   republican   state 
central  committee? 

A.  September  22nd  or  23rd,  I  believe.  L908. 

Q.  Did  you  have  something  to  do  with  Senator  Stephenson's 
campaign  in  the  primary? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  When  did  yon  first  become  interested  in  that  campaign? 

A.  I  should  say  sometime  between  the  4th  and  15th  of  July, 
but  I  haven't  the  exact  date. 

O.  When  did  you  first  confer  with  Senator  Stephenson  with 
regard  to  his  campaign  ? 

A.   I  telephoned  about  a  week  before  I  took  charge. 

O.  Who  took  the  first  step  in  that  matter,  did  you  telephone 
the  senator,  or  did  he  telephone  you,  call  you  up? 

A.  Senator  Stephenson  telephoned  me  and  asked  me  to  go  to 
Milwaukee. 

O.  Where  was  he  at  that  time  ? 
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A.  Marinette. 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  Milwaukee? 

A.   Mav  1  explain,  that  he  telephoned  me  and  asked  me  if  I 
would  go  to   Milwaukee  and  meet   Messrs.   Puelicher  and   Van 
Cleve  and  talk  over  the  subject  of  running  his  campaign. 
Q.  Did  you  go  to  Milwaukee? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Did  you  discus  that  matter  with   Mr.   Puelicher  and  Mr, 
Van  Cleve  ? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

O.  Was  the  senator  present? 
A.    No,  sir. 

Q.    When  did  you  next  see  the  senator.' 

A.  Why,  1  should  say  that  it  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  three 
weeks. 

Q.    At   Milwaukee? 

A.  Well.  1  think  1  saw  him  at  Marinette  the  first  time  after 
that.  I  am  not  absolutely  sure,  but  I  think  the  first  time  1  saw 
him  was  at   Marinette 

O.  If  you  did  see  him  at  Marinette,  how  soon  after  you  met 
Mr.  Puelicher  and  Mr.  Van  Cleve  in  Milwaukee? 

A.  Well,  something  in  the  neighborhood  of  three  weeks.  In 
other  words  I  saw  them  I  think  the  second  day  after  he  tele- 
phoned me.  and  then  I  didn't  see  him  again  —  well.  I  didn't  see 
him  at  all  for  several  days,  it  must  have  been  over  two  weeks  I 
should  judge,  because  I  took  a  trip  east.  1  left  Milwaukee  after 
seeing  Messrs.  Puelicher  and  Van  Cleve  and  was  east  a  week  he- 
fore  1  took  charge. 

Q.   Well,   what    1   am   trying  to  get    at.  did  you    undertake  to 
manage  in  whole  or  in  part,  Senator  Stephenson's  campaign? 
A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q,    When  was  thai  undertaking  on  your  pari  agreed  upon.' 
A.  Well,  at  this  talk  with  Messrs.   Puelicher  and  Van   Cleve. 
Q.  The  arrangement   was  made  with  them? 
A.   Yes.   sir. 

<<>.  And  not  with  Senator  Stephenson  .' 

A.   No.  sir.  except  by  phone  when  he  asked  me  to  go  down  and 
see  them. 

Q.  Well,  did  he  ask  you  then  to  take  charge  of  his  campaign? 

A.  Yes.  he  said  at  the  time  that  he  would  like  to  have  me  take 

charge  of  his  campaign,  and  would  like  to  have  me  go  down  to 
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see  these  gentlemen  and  if  satisfactory  arrangements  could  be 
made — I  assume  regarding  the  distribution  of  money,  etc. — that 
he  would  like  to  have  me  take  hold  immediately. 

<^.  Then,  he  asked  you  at  that  time  to  take  charge  of  the 
campaign  .' 

A.  ().  yes.  I  understood  what  I  was  to  go  to  Milwaukee  for, 
yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  final  arrangements  were  made  with  .Mr.  Van  Cleve 
mix!   .Mr.   Puelicher? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Well,  you  state  to  the  committee  what  that  arrangement 
was .' 

A.  Possibly  I  won't  get  it  in  very  good  order,  but  I  will  give 
the  idea.  I  met  Mr.  Puelicher  and  Mr.  Van  Cleve  in  .Mr. 
Puelicher's  office.  Tuesday  morning,  I  believe  it  was,  and  the 
suggestion  was  made,  carrying  out  Mr.  Stephenson's  wish,  that 
I  act  as  manager  of  the  campaign,  and  it  was  stated  to  me  that 
Mr.  Stephenson  had  wanted  Mr.  Puelicher  to  look  after  his 
campaign  for  him,  but  that  owing  to  Mr.  Puelicher's  duties  in 
connection  with  the  bank  he  wasn't  able  to  do  so.  what  while 
he  had  given  more  or  less  time  to  it  up  to  that  time,  which  had 
been  about  a  week  perhaps  before  headquarters  were  opened  that 
he  couldn't  continue  and  he  wanted  someone  to  look  after  it, 
and  the  suggestion  was  made  by  one  or  the  other  that  it  was 
Senator  Stephenson's  wish  that  Mr.  Puelicher  should  handle 
the  money.  I  think  that  suggestion  was  made  after  an  objection 
on  'my  part  to  the  effect  that  my  chief  reason  for  not  wanting  to 
take  charge  of  any  campaign  was  that  1  didn't  like  to  be  con- 
nected with  the  handling  of  anybody's  money,  and  it  was  sug- 
gested then  that  Mr.  Puelicher — the  money  would  all  be  handled 
through  the  bank  which  would  relieve  me  of  the  onus  of  having 
to  report  and  make  an  itemized  statement  of  every  dollar  I 
spent,  and  I  felt  that  was  a  xi'vy  excellent  arrangement  from 
my  standpoint,  because  there  could  be  no  question  but  that  the 
money  was  all  spent,  that  none  of  it  stayed  in  the  hands  of  the 
men   who  was  conducting  the  campaign. 

Q.  Then  you  didn't  handle  any  of  the  money  at  all  during 
the  campaign  ? 

A.  At  the  meeting  it  was  arranged  that  T  shouldn't,  but  I 
did  afterwards. 
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Q.  0,  you  did  afterwards? 

A.  Yes.  I  want  to  say  in  that  connection  that  only  the  $5,000 
which  Mr.  Stephenson  afterward  placed  in  my  hands.  The 
general  fund  I  didn't  handle.  It  was  handled  just  as  they  de- 
sired at  that  time. 

Q.  Were  you  to  have  any  compensation  for  your  work  in  that 
matter,   Mr.   Edmonds.' 

A.  Absolutely  none. 

Q.  Have  you  received  anything  for  your  services  .' 

A.   Nothing-,  absolutely  nothing. 

Q.  Do  you  expert   to  receive  anything  for  them? 

A.  Nothing  whatever. 

Q.  Was  the  particular  method  of  handling  this  money  dis- 
cussed at  that  time  .' 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  that  I  understand  just  what  yon  mean. 
Senator,  different  than  I  have  explained. 

Q.  Well,  as  I  understand  it.  this  money  was  finally  placed  in 
Mr.  Puelieher's  hands — that's  right,   isn't    it.' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

(£.  It  finally  came  into  Mr.  Puelieher's  hands.' 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  he  disbursed  it  .' 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now  was  that  arrangement  discussed  at  that  time? 

A.  As  to  how  it  should  be  paid  out  from  his  hands.' 

Q.  Yes.  well.  yes.  yon  can  answer  that. 

A.  The  talk  I  had  was  along  this  line,  that  in  a  general  way, 
"You  make  the  bills,  you  make  the  arrangements  for  conduct- 
ing the  campaign,  but  you  will  be  relieved  from  handling  the 
money;  in  other  words,  you  won't  have  to  pay  it  out." 

Q.  Was  the  advisability  of  placing  this  money  in  the  banSi 
rather  than  in  Mr.  Puelieher's  hands  discussed  at  that  time? 

A.  O.  not  at  all.  no  sir. 

Q.  Or   at   any   other   time  .' 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.  .It   wasn't   discussed  at    all? 

A.  No.  Well,  now— -I  don't  want  to  answer  that — in  answer- 
ing that  question  I  mean  that  there  was  no  suggestion  on  my 
part  as  to  it  being  handled  in    any    other    way    except  that  I 
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agreed  that  that  was  the  best  way.  that  it  should  be  handled 
through  the  bank. 

<^.  You  agreed  that  this  money  could  besl  be  handled  through 
tlie  bank — is  that  it  .' 

A.   Yes,  that  I  shouldn't  handle  it. 

<v>.  And  not  through  or  by  Mr.  Puelicher? 

A.  Xo.  1  want  to  qualify  that.  In  saying  the  bank.  I  refer 
to  Mr.  Puelicher,  he  was  in  the  bank,  nothing  was  talked  as  to 
whether  it  was — 

Q.  Then  you  agreed,  as  I  understand  it,  that  the  better  way 
would  be  to  place  his  money  in  Mr.  Puelicher 's  hands  and 
handle  it  through  him? 

A.  Yes,  or  thru  the  bank.  That  is.  there  was  no  distinction 
then-  between  .Mr.  Puelicher  and  the  bank,  in  my  mind.  The 
thought  didn't  come  to  me  that  there  was  a  difference.  Si, 
that  when  I  say  it  was  handled  through  the  bank  or  thru  Mr. 
Puelicher.  I  mean  the  same  thing.  He  would  make  the  arrange- 
ments there. 

Q,   That  subject  was.  however,  discussed  at  that   time,  was  it  ? 

A.  Only  in  so  far  as  it  related  to  the  expenditure  of  the  monev 
ami  that  T  shouldn't  expend  it.  that  1  would  make  the  bills 
and  the  money  would  be  forthcoming  to  pay  the  bills,  and  that 
would   be   looked   after  there    by   Mr.    Puelicher. 

Q.  That  would  be  looked  after  by  Mr.    Puelicher? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  The  particular  machinery  or  way  wasn't  discussed  at  that 
time  .' 

A.  Xo.  sir.  not  at  all. 

Q.  Was  it  at  any  other  time.' 

A.  Xo.  sir.  except  as  it  developed — for  instance.  I  was  told 
that  if  money  was  wanted  at  any  time  for  bills  to  send  over 
to  Mr.  Sackett  or  any  one  else  and  the  request  would  be  honored. 

Q.  You  understood  that  you  could  get  the  money  by  sending 
the  request  to  Mr.  Sackett  or  to  Mr.  Puelicher  or  to  the  bank. 
did   you? 

A.  Yes.     I  should  say — 

Q.Weil,  I  will  put  it  this  way.  Mr.  Edmonds.  What  did  you 
understand  it  was  necessary  for  you  to  do  to  get  the  money? 

A.  Nothing  very  definite  was  arranged  at  that  time.     The  of- 
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fice  force   had   been  organized,  the   office   were  open,   had   been 
running  for  a  week. 

Mr.  Ilyzer:     When  yon  went  in?  , 

A.  When  L  went  in.  1  didn't  take  charge  for  another  week. 
In  the  meantime  it  ran  along,  and  nothing  very  definite  was 
said  about  how  this  money  should  be  handled,  or  what  should 
be  done  with  it,  but  when  I  went  in  Mr.  Sackett  had  been  in 
the  habit  of  going  over  to  the  bank,  and  he  continued,  there 
was  no  change. 

0.  Then  you  would  say  there  wasn't  any  very  definite  ar- 
rangement at  all.  was  there? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  No   definite   arrangement  .' 

A.  Xo  more  than  I  have  stated. 

Q.  And  y«»n  didn't  know  at  that  time  whether  the  money  was 
on   deposit  in  the  bank  or  not  .' 

A.  No.   sir.    1    did    not. 

Q.  And  yon  didn't  know  whether  it  was  in  an  envelop',  for 
instance,  or  not  .' 

A.   Xo.    I    hadn't    any    idea   of  that. 

Q.  You  only  knew  that  if  you  wanted  money  you  could  get 
it  by  seeing  Mr.  Puelicher  or  Mr.  Sackett  or  the  bank9 

A.  1  was  assured  if  I  ran  the  bills  that  tiny  would  be  paid. 
1    wouldn't    be   held   for   it. 

Q.  Well,  now  yon  disbursed  something  like  $5,000  did  you.  of 
this  money  .' 

A.  $5*000  of  the  *1  <>"«.< ><><>.  of  the  total   amount.' 

A.  Yes  or  rather  I  will  put  it  this  way:  how  much  money 
did  you  pay  out   during  the  campaign? 

A.  $5,000,  less  $445.03. 

0.  That  is  the  total? 

A.  That  I  paid  out.  that  1  checked  out  of  the  National  Ex- 
change Bank  of  Milwaukee. 

The    Chairman:     Less   how   much.' 

A.  $445.03. 

0.    A  little  over  $4,500? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  that  is  all  the  money  that  you  disbursed  in  Mr. 
Stephenson  's  campaign? 

A.  No.  that  is  all  the  money  I  disbursed  from  the  National 
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Exchange  hank.  I  don't  know  jusl  how  soon  after  I  took  charge 
or  began  my  work  there.  Mr.  Puelicher  said  to  me,  '"Yon  will 
have  little  expenses  that  will  come  up  and  I  have  placed  to  youi 
credit  $500,  which  I  cheeked  out. 

Q.$500. 

A.  Yes,  $500.  That  was  in  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  hank.  And 
at  different  times  as  was  needed  that  cheek  account  of  mine 
was — not  increased,  hut  he  put  in  more  money  as  it  was  needed. 
I  should  say  something  in  the  neighborhood  of  a  thousand  dol- 
lars that  he  added — something  in  the  neighborhood  of  five  hun- 
dred dollars  that  he  added  to  the  five  hundred  that  he  gave  me 
first. 

Q.  Well,  now  how  much  money  if  yon  can  tell  did  yon  dis- 
burse in  that  campaign,  approximately? 

A.   Well.  I  should  say  that  my — 

<t>.  Yes.  personally. 

A.  Why.  approximately.  $5,500.  Now.  it  may  have  been 
more.     I  don't  remember  what  those  cheeks  amounted  to. 

Q.  Approximately  $5,500? 

A.  Let  me  make  a  correction  to  that,  if  I  may.  jnsr  at  this 
point. 

Q.     Yes. 

A.  That  was  the  total  amount  that  Mr.  Puelicher,  as  near  as 
I  can  remember  it.  and  I  haven't  seen  the  check  books  since  1 
turned  them  over.  1  may  he  a  little  faulty  in  my  statements,  per- 
haps that  amount  that  he  turned  over  to  me  in  the  Marshall 
&  Ilsley  Bank  was.  say.  $1,000,  which  I  checked  out  as  I  needed 
it  for  personal  expenses,  etc.  That  is  all  that  he  placed  to  my 
credit.  On  the  other  hand — perhaps  getting  ahead  of  the  story 
•4s  you  wanted  me  to  bring  it  out — the  funds  from  Senator 
Stephenson  were  not  forthcoming  as  rapidly  as  I  felt  they 
should,  and  I  made  certain  obligations  to  people  whom  I  had 
asked  to  work  for  the  senator,  who  were  taking  charge  of  work 
in  the  counties  and  towns,  etc..  that  T  didn't  want  to  be  held 
personally  liable  for.  Consequently,  when  along  towards  the 
close  of  the  campaign  there  was  some  money  sent  by  Senator 
Stephenson  to  the  bank,  or  to  Mr.  Puelicher.  and  as  I  under- 
stood it.  that  was  for  the  payment  of  bills  that  I  had  con- 
tracted or  was  about  to  contract  in  the  state.  I  found  that  some 
of  those  bills — or  that  some  other  bills  were  being  paid  from  that 
,36 
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fund,  like  printing,  etc.,  and  fearing  that  I  might  run  short. 
I  authorized  and  asked  for— O.  1  think  they  were  drafts,  pos- 
sibly  they  were  cashier's  checks,  I  didn't  discriminate  between 
the  two  at  that  time,  to  various  individuals.  My  recollection 
is  that  at  that  time  I  had  in  my  possession  $4,900  or  thereabouts 
of  checks  that  were  made  out  to  persons  whom  I  expected  to 
have  to  pay  something  to.  I  didn't  know  how  much,  but  in  order 
to  protect  myself  I  made  the  accounts  cover  all  that  I  expected 
to  have  to  pay.  and  I  kept  those  .-hecks,  those  cashier  checks, 
and  that  $4,900,  or  whatever  the  amount  was.  was  added  to  my 
check  account  in  every  case  where  the  amount  that  I  had  drawn 
.or  had  asked  to  have  drawn  in  cashier's  checks  didn't  amount 
to  exactly  the  total  of  what  1  was  to  pay  these  particular  in- 
dividuals. Consequently,  my  check  account  was  increased  by 
my  taking  those  cashier  checks  and  depositing  them  to  my 
eredit  and  then  checking  them  out.  In  other  words,  those  items- 
whatever  that  amounts  to.  say  $4.<>00.  will  appear  twice  (the 
miscarriage  was  in  making  up  the  statement),  will  appear 
twice  as  expenditures,  once  as  my  checks  and  once  as  cashiers' 
checks  or  bank  drafts. 

Q.  But  the  $4.50')  represented  by  these  checks  is  in  addition 
to  the  $5,000  draft  already   mentioned.' 

Mr.    Ingalls:      And   $1,000? 

A.     Yes. 

Senator  Husting:  1  think  you  said  about  forty-nine  hun- 
dred.' 

A.  About  forty-nine  hundred,  as  1  remember  it. 

Q.   That    is.   in   addition  .' 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  send  out   those  checks  yourself.' 

A.  My  checks.' 

Q.   No    this  additional  sum  that  you  speak  of,  $4,900? 

A.  You  understand  that  that  was  put  to  the  credit  of  my 
personal  account,  and  I  cheeked  it  out. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Where? 

A.  In  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank. 

Q.  So  that  you  disbursed  then,  actually  disbursed,  something 
over  $10,000? 

A.  Yes.  sir.     . 
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Q.  Have  you  got  the  computations  so  thai  you  can  tell  just 
how  much  ? 

A.  No,  I  haven't. 

Q.  You  can  make  that  later .' 

A.  I  can't.  I  suppose  I  can  when  they  bring  in  their  reports. 
All  my  papers  when  I  got  through  the  3rd  or  4th  day  of  Septem- 
ber were  left  in  the  office,  and  Mr.  Sackett  closed  the  office,  and 
I  assume  took  charge  of  those  things,  my  stuhs  and  check  books, 
etc. 

Q.  At  some  future  time  will  you  give  us  those  .' 

A.  I  can  give  you  the  $4,500,  and  the  balance,  I  assume  they 
will  produce  those. 

Q.  You  can  give  it  to  us  then  .' 

A.  0,  yes.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  talk  did  you  have,  if  any,  with  Mr.  Van  Cleve  or  Mr. 
Puelicher.  or  both,  subsequent  to  this  meeting,  in  regard  to  the 
handling  of  this  money,  this  $98,000  that  was  in  the  bank  ? 

A.  Why,  I  don't  know.  I  don't  recall  any  specific  instance  of 
having  discussed  that  matter,  except  in  this  way;  that,  as  I 
stated  some  time  ago,  the  money  wasn't  in  the  bank  as  I  had 
been  led  to  suppose  that  it  would  be.  and  I  discussed  the  matter 
of  getting  some,  or  else  we  might  as  well  close  up  headquarters. 
In  that  way  I  discussed  it,  but  otherwise  as  to  the  expenditures 
I  don't  think  there  was  any. 

Q.  Well,  you  mean  by  that  temporarily,  the  money  wasn't 
there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is.  as  you  understand  it,  the  $98,000  finally  did  reach 
the  bank? 

A.  I  suppose  so. 

Q.  And  this  was  disbursed  from  the  bank? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  That  is.  I  am  assuming  that  that  is  the  amount, 
Senator;  I  haven't  checked  the  total. 

Q.  What  conversation  did  you  have  with  Senator  Stephenson 
when  you  next  saw  him? 

Q.  I  went  to  Marinette  to  see  him. 

Q.  What  was  the  occasion  of  that  visit  .' 

A.  That  was  the  visit  I  should  say  about  something  over  two 
weeks  and  perhaps  not  three  weeks  after  I  had  first  talked  with 
him  by  'phone.  I  went  to  see  him  about  placing  this  amount  of 
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money  or  sonic  amount  of  money  to  my  credit  at  the  bank,  the 

National  Exchange  Bank. 

Q.  What  arrangement,  if  any.  was  finally  made  by  yon.  alone. 
or  in  connection  with  others,  in  regard  to  the  employment  of 
men  in  the  campaign  to  work  for  Mr.  Stephenson — what  general 
talk  ? 

A.  Why.  I  don't  know  that  any  general  arrangement  was 
made,  except  at  that  time  it  was  understood  that  I  was  to  have 
charge  of  the  campaign,  and  I  think  I  made  it  distinctly  known 
that  if  I  had  charge  of  it  I  would  run  it. 

Q.  Did  yon.  as  chairman  of  the  State  Central  Committee,  or 
as  manager  for  Mr.  Stephenson,  call  a  meeting  at  Milwaukee  to 
consider  the  matters  in  connection  with  the  campaign — at  any 
time  ? 

A.  Did  I  do  what? 

Q.  ("all  a  meeting  at  Milwaukee? 

A.  A  meeting  during  the  primary  election  campaign?  Of 
course  I  wasn't  chairman  then. 

Q.  Well,  after  you  became  the  state  chairman  did  yon  call  a 
meeting  at  Milwaukee  at  which  the  senatorial  campaign  of  Mr. 
Stephenson  was  discussed? 

A.  I.  don't  think-  so. 

<^>.  AVas  there  a  meeting  then  al  which  men  from  different 
parts  of  the  state  attended  ? 

A.  Wei.  now  if  yon  will  tell  me  the  instance,  possibly  I  will 
remember.  I  haven't  any  recollection  of  any  meeting  having 
been  called. 

Q.  I  can't  tell  yon  the  instance,  Mr.  Edmonds,  because  1 
don't  know.  It  has  been  suggested  to  me  that  there  was  a  meet- 
ing there  and  I  am  asking  yon  about  it. 

A.  No.  sir.  I  don't  think  so. 

Q.  Yon  have  m,  recollection  of  having  called  such  a  meeting? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  And  your  best  judgment  now  :s  that  there  wasn't  any  con- 
ference or  meeting  in  Milwaukee  to  consider  the  campaign  .' 

A.  Well.  I  haven't  any  Avish  to  deny  anything  that  happened, 
if  it  did.  hut  I  really  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  meeting. 
There  is  no  reason  for  concealment,  if  there  was.  hut  not  know- 
ing what  you  refer — times  of  course  while  I  was  in  Milwaukee 
I   talked   with    people    in    Milwaukee    about    different    subjects. 
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but  as  to  any  meeting  having  been  called  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  tin-  campaign,  I  don't  think  so. 

Q.  How  much  time  did  you  spend  in  Milwaukee  during  the 
campaign  .' 

A.  Nearly  all  the  time  except  Sundays. 

Q.  Nearly  all  the  time  .' 

A.  Yes.     0,  I  was  away  different  times. 

Q.  Where  were  your  headquarters? 

A.  In  the  Wells  Building. 

Q.  Did  friends  and  supporters  of  Senator  Stephenson  call  on 
you  there  ? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  you  had- conferences ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Roughly,  what  was  the  largest  number  that  you  ever  had 
there  at  a  conference,  from  the  state,  when  the  campaign  was 

discussed  ? 

A.  During  the  whole  tine-  or  at  one  meeting  .' 

<x>.   At  one  meeting  ? 

A.  It  couldn't  have  been  more  than  four  or  five,  because  they 
couldn't  have  gotten  in  the  room. 

(v).  You  never  had  any  meeting  or  a  conference  where  as  many 
as  fifty  were  present  at  one  time1  during  one  day? 

A.  During  the  primary  campaign? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  0,  no. 

(^).  Taking  your  check  hook  now.  Mr.  Edmonds,  will  you  give 
us  the  names  of  the  people  to  whom  you  paid  money  during  the 
campaign? 

A.  Would  you  like  to  have  this,  or  would  you  like  to  have 
me.1   (offering  cheek  book.) 

Q.  You  tell — give  the  date. 

A.  (Referring  to  check  book)  The  first  deposit  was  on  the 
20th  day  of  July.  $5,000.  and  that  is  the  only  deposit  except 
as  I  will  explain  later.  The  last  check  was  drawn — well,  it  was 
aft ei'  the  6th  day  of  October,  which  was  the  day  I  returned  the 
balance  to  Senator  Stephenson.  On  the  22nd  day  of  July  the 
first  check  was  drawn  for  a  thousand  dollars  payable  to  my 
order. 

<x>.   Payable  to  your  order? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 
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Q.  "What  did  you  do  with  that  money  ? 

A.  The  notation  I  have  here  is  "D.  E.  R.  American  Express," 
and  I  remember  of  taking  the  money  to  the  American  Express 
office  and  sending  it  in  an  express  package  to  D.  E.  Riordan. 

Q.  To  whom  .' 

A.  D.  E.  Riordan  at  Eagle  River. 

(^j.  That  is  ex-Senator  Riordan  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  $1,000? 

A.  $1,000. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that,  now.' 

A.  22nd  day  of  July. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  send  that  money  to  Senator  Riordan? 
Had  you  had  any  discussion  with  him  prior  to  that  time? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  When  was  thai  .' 

A.  Well,  I  should  say  that  it  was  less  than  a  week  prior  to 
this  time. 

Q.  At  Milwaukee? 

A.   Yes,  sir.      lie  was  in  the  office. 

Q.  At  thai  meeting  was  it  arranged  between  you  that  he 
should  do  some  work  in  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  arrangement '. 

A.  The  arrangement  was  that  he  take  charge  of  the  organiza- 
tion and  work  in  the  counties  comprising  quite  largely  the 
senatorial  district  that  lie  formerly  represented  and  in  which 
senatorial  district  was  Rhinelander,  my  former  home. 

<,).  Could  you  give  the  counties.  .Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  There  is  Lincoln.  Oneida.  Iron.  Vilas,  Florence,  Forest,  and 
Langlade.     I  think  I  am  not  mistaken, 

Q.  What  is  the  number  of  that  district? 

Mr.  Bray:     Number  30. 

Q.  I  believe  you  have  already  said  that  you  arranged  with 
him  to  take  charge  of  that  district? 

A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  subsequently  give  to  Senator  Riordan  any  money? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  lias  he  made  any  report  to  you  of  what  was  done  with  that 
money  ? 

A.  No.  sir. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION.      559 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  was  done  with  it  .' 
A.   No.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  ask  him  for  any  report? 
A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  understanding  or  agreement  as  to  how  this 
money  should  be  used  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  none  whatever,  except  he  was  to  endeavor  to 
further  the  interests  of  Senator  Stephenson. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  payment  that  you  made.  Mr.  Edmonds.' 

A.  On  the  30th  day  of  July,  to  S.  L.  Perrin.  a  check  for 
$1,000. 

Q.  Where  does  he  live  ? 

A.  At  Superior. 

Q.  And  what  was  the  arrangement  with  him,  if  any.' 

A.  The  same. 

Q.  The  same  as  with  Senator  Riordan  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  What  area  was  he  to  cover,  if  any  .' 

A.  I  am  not  sure  that  that  was  discussed.  Senator.  I  think 
Douglas  County  and  I  believe  Sawyer.  Bayfield  and  Washburn, 
if  they  are  the  counties,  I  think  they  are.  they  are  near  and  ad- 
joining Douglas.  I  think  it  was  four  that  he  said  he  would  look 
after  for  Senator  Stephenson. 

Q.  Has  Mr.  Perrin  made  any  report  to  you  about  what  was 
done  with  the  money  .' 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  don't  know  what  was 
done  with  the  money  .' 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  .' 

A.  No.  I  have  no  idea. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  requested  him  to  make  a  report  .' 

A.  I  have  never.  I  don't  think  I  have  seen  him  since  tic- 
campaign. 

Q.  Did  you  discuss  the  matter  of  taking  part  in  Senator 
Stephenson's  campaign  with  Mr.  Perrin  prior  to  the  time  when 
you  paid  him  this  money  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  How  long  before? 

A.  Why.  possibly  the  same  day.  I  don't  remember,  I  pre- 
sume, the  same  da  v. 
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<^>.  At  that  time  was  there  any  discussion  as  to  the  specific  use 
or  the  specific  way  in  which  this  money  was  to  he  used? 

A.  No,  sir.  In  general  1  had  to  pursue  this  plan:  as  manu- 
facturer, in  charge  of  a  manufacturing  plant,  I  found  it  neces- 
sary in  divide  up  the  work  into  departments,  and  I  hired  men 
for  a  particular  department  and  hi'  was  supposed  to  he  re- 
sponsible for  that  department,  and  knowing  so  little  about  the 
state  of  Wisconsin  as  I  did.  so  little  about  even  the  geography 
iif  the  state,  and  having  such  a  short  campaign,  I  felt  that  it 
A\as  necessary  to  divide  up  in  just  that  way. 

Q.  Was  that  method  of  dealing  with  this  subject  sanctioned 
by  Senator  Stephenson  1 

A.  I  never  discussed  it  with  him.  and  he  has  not  offered  any 
objection  since,  so  1    imagine  he — 

(,).    (interrupting)   You  take  it   \\>v  granted  it  was  all  right? 

A.   1   presumed  it  was  satisfactory. 

Q.    To  whom  was  the  next   payment   made was  that    made  by 

check  .'     1  Low  was  i ha1  paid  .' 

A.   That    was  a   check-   direct    to   S.    L.    Perrin. 

<^.    When  was  the  next    paymenl    made,  and  to  whom? 

A.  Check  No.  3  while  il  is  marked  No.  3,  the  date  is  July 
29th,  which  would  he  the  date  prior  to  the  30th;  so  probably 
there  is  ;i  mistake  in  putting  down  the  figures.  Il  is  cash,  to 
"E.  A.  E."  I ur  $500. 

Q.  That   is.  to  yourself? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  to  myself:  and  the  notation  under  here  is 
"Henry"  "D.  &  K."  Thai  means  Henry  Overbeck ;  to  be  used 
in  Door  and  Kewaunee  counties. 

Q.    That,    i    think   you   said,   was  $500? 

A     A'es.    Si]". 

Q.  Prior  to  that  time  had  you  had  any  conversation  with  Mr. 
Overbeck  in  regard  to  the  details.' 

A.  Of  the  expenditures  .' 

Q.  Yes. 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have ! 

A.  I  talked  with  him  at  different  times,  of  course,  because  he 
was  there  in  the  office  a  good  many  times. 

O.  Did  you  ever  have  any  talk  with  .Mr.  Overbeck  as  to  the 
details  in  disbursing  ibis  money? 

A.    No.  sir. 
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O.  Or  did  you  leave  it  entirely  to  his  judgment? 
A.  Entirely.      1   felt  that  he  was  so  much  better  posted  in  poli- 
tics than  1  was  that  it  would  be  presumptuous  on  my  part  to  talk 
it  over  with  him — instruct  him,  at  least. 

O.   1  presume  you  say  that  with  reference  to  the  aim  in  view? 
A.   How  is  that  ? 

Senator  Morris  :     Well,  J  withdraw  that. 

0.  Just  one  question  in  regard  to  Mr.   Perrin.     Did  you  pav 
any  more  money  to  Mr.  Perrin? 

A.   I  don't  think  there  was  another  amount;  no,  sir,  I  am  sure. 
O.   Did  you  give  Mr.  Overbeck,  or  did  you  pay  to  Mr.  Over- 
beck  any  other  money? 

A.    Now,   Senator,   in   answering  that   you   wish  to   find — your 
question  is  confined  to  out  of  this  amount,  or  any  at  all  from  any 
source,  through  the  bank  or  otherwise?     How  do  you  want  me 
to  answer  the  question,  whether  there  was  any  more  paid  out  of 
this  fund,  or  whether  out  of  the  general  fund  he  received  more? 
.  O.   1  think  you  better  confine  it  to  this  fund. 
A.   That  is  the  way  1  would  answer  the  question. 
O.  What  do  you  say  in  respect  to  that? 

A.  That  is  the  way  1  would  answer  the  question.     There  isn't 
anything  more,  I  think. 

O.  What  was  he  to  do  with  this  money?     Did  he  have  certain 
territory  to  look  after?' 
A.  Who  was  that  ? 
O.   Mr.  Overbeck  ? 

A.   I  have  marked  that  Door  and  Kewaunee  counties. 
O.    Have  you  ever  asked  him  for  a  report? 
A.   No,  sir. 

O.  Has  he  made  any  report? 
A.   No,  sir,  not  to  my  knowledge  at  least. 
Q.  And  you  don't  know  what  he  did  with  the  money? 
A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  was  the  next  payment  made? 

A.   A  cash  item  to  E.  A.  E.  on  the  1st  day  of  August,  $250,  and 
the  mark  here  is  "Haslen." 
O.   Who  is  Mr.  Haslen0 

A.   Haslen  is  William  Haslen,  who  lives  at  Appleton. 
O.  $250? 
A.  $250. 
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Q.  Did  you  pay  him  any  money  besides  that,  out  of  that  fund? 

A.    X <  >ne.     I  am  quite  sure  not. 

O.  What  territory  was  lie  to — 

A   (interrupting)      In  Brown  county.     That  was  his  old  home. 

O.  Has  he  made  a  report  of  what  he  had  done  with  the 
money? 

A.   No,  sir  ;  none  at  all. 

Q.  You  haven't  asked  him*' 

A.  No. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  payment  ? 

A.  (  );i  the  27th  there  seems  to  he  a  mixture  of  dates  there. 
No,  that  is  right:  this  is  the  27th  of  August;  an  amount  of  $25 
to  F.  J.  Epling. 

Q.   Where  does  he  live? 

A.   At  Algoma. 

Q.   What  \\a>  that  payment  made  for? 

A.  T  don't  recall,  except  that  I  asked  Mr.  Epling  to  make  a 
trip  to  see  some  of  his  friends,  and  where  I  don't  know,  except 
that  it  was  in  San  Claire  county,  I  believe,  and  I  paid  him  $25  for 
"his  expense :s. 

Q.  That  was  for  his  expenses  and  services,  or — 

A.  (interrupting-)  Well,  1  am  inclined  to  think  that  he  did 
not  charge  me  anything  only  in  a  general  way  for  expenses;  that 
it  would  be  about  $25. 

O.  What  is  the  next  item  ? 

A.  On  the  29th  of  August,  to  William  R.  Knell.  $300. 

O.  That  is  Knell  of  .Milwaukee? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.   For  what  purpose  ? 

A.  It  was  toward  the  close  of  the  campaign,  and  he  was  run- 
ning short,  and  he  said  he  ought  to  have  $•")'!()  more,  and  he  had 
-endeavored  to  get  it  of  Mr.  Puelicher  and  Mr.  Puelicher  thought 
he  couldn't  let  him  have  any  more,  and  he  said  he  had  obligated 
himself  in  different  ways,  and  he  asked  me  if  I  wouldn't  help 
him,  and  I  told  him  I  would. 

Q.   Do  you  know  what  it  was  for? 

A.    I  haven't  any  idea.  no.  sir. 

O.   Do  you  know  what  he  did  with  it? 

A.  As  you  know,  he  had  charge  of  the  Milwaukee  county  cam- 
paign, and  I  had  no  more-  to  do  with  that  than  as  if  I  had  not 
Teen   there. 
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O.  You  don't  know  what  he  did  with  it? 
A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  Has  he  mack-  any  report  to  you? 
A.   Xo,  sir. 

O.  Have  you  asked  him  for  any  report? 
A.  No,  sir. 

O.  What  is  the  next  item  ? 

A.  On  the  8th  of  September,  Henry  Graass  of  Sturgeon  Bay, 
$50. 

O.  What  was  that  for? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know,  except  that  1  have  known  Henry 
Graass  for  two  or  three  years,  and  I  think  I  learned  direct  from 
him  that  I  was  indebted  to  him — that  the  Stephenson  campaign 
was  indebted  to  him  for  expenditures  made  by  him,  or  services 
or  something.  $50,  and  I  paid  him.  I  don't  recollect  distinctly. 
Q.  You  think  for  services? 

A.   Either  services  or  expenses,  or  both  ;  probably  both. 
Mr.  Ingalls:     That  is.  during  the  primary? 

A.  Yes.  it  was  during  the  primary;  but  these  bills  didn't  come 
to  me  until  afterwards,  or  at  least  were  not  paid  until  afterwards. 
Let  me  correct  that.  1  said  "probably  both."  L  haven't  any  right 
to  say  that,  for  1  don't  recollect  whether  it  was  expenses  alone, 
or  expenses  and  services. 

O.  It  wasn't  to  organize  any  particular  district,  or  do  any 
specific  work  ? 

A.   I  never  made  any  arrangement   with   him ;  that   is.   that   I 
recollect.     Possibly  I  telephoned  him  some  time  and  asked  him  to 
do  something.     I  don't  recollect  it.     Anyway  he  sent  me  a  state- 
ment to  let  me  know  1  owed  him  $50,  and  I  sent  it  to  him. 
O.   What  is  the  next  payment? 

A.  On  the  3rd  of  September,  check  No.  S,  E.  G.  Halbert,  $150. 
Q.  Who  is  he? 

A.  He  is  a  Milwaukee  man  who  was  securing  information,  and 
material  that  he  thought  would  be  a  benefit  to  me  in  connection 
with  the  campaign,  during  the  campaign. 

Q.   Has  he  made  a  report  to  you  of  what  he  did  with  it? 

A.  No.  sir. 

O.  You  have  not  inquired? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not  inquired. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  payment? 

A.  Check  No.  !).  on  the  8th  day  of  September,  to  L.  P».  Dresser. 
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i.     1  haw  a  notation  here  "11th  District."    It  must  have  been 
for  something  done  up  there. 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Dresser? 

A.   Mr.  L.  B.  Dresser  is  one  of  the  members  of  the  state  board 
i  if  ci  mtrol. 

(  ).  And  at  that  time  a  member  of  the  state  hoard  of  control? 

A.    I  think  so. 

Q.   Where  does  he  live? 

A.  I  don't  know.  His  home  is  up  in  the  11th  district,  hut 
whether  he  resides  here  or  there  I  don't  know. 

<  J.    I  lurnett  c<  unity  ? 
\.    I  don't  know.      It  b  one  of  the  counties  in  that  district. 

(  ).   What  was  he  to  do  with  that  money,  do  you  know? 

A.  Tin-  was  afterward-,  and  for  money  that  had  been  ex- 
pended. 

.Mr.   [ngalls:     Q.  Was  that  work  done  in  the  primary? 
\.   Yes,  sir,  all  of  it. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  <  ).  You  are  not  accounting  for  any  work  done 
after  the  primary? 

A.   No,  sir,  not  at  all. 

By  Senator  Ah  irris  : 

(  ).   That  was  paid,  a-  1  understand  it.  alter  the  primary? 

A.    Yes,  -ir. 

(  ).    You  had  had  no  talk  with  him  before  that  time,  had  you? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  he  was  in  the  office  once  or  twice,  or  I  had  seen 
him  somewhere:  at  any  rate.  I  met  him  during  the  campaign.  I 
had  never  known  him  he  fore. 

(  ).  Was  there  any  arrangement  made  for  his  doing  work  when 
you  met  him?  I  >id  you  have  any  understanding  with  him  during 
the  primary  that  he  should  do  work  in  the  campaign? 

A.  Only  in  this  way:  I  told  him  I  was  not  at  all  acquainted 
up  in  that  part  of  die  state,  and  if  he  could  help  Mr.  Stephenson 
in  any  way  and  aid  him  in  his  desires  to  he  elected,  that  I  would 
he  glad  to  pay  all  the  expenses,  all  he  might  have  incurred,  either 
himself  or  others. 

(  ).  Did  he  take  the  matter  up  with  you.  or  did  you  take  it  it]) 
with  him  at  that  time? 

A.  I  don't  recollect.     I  presume  that  1  telephoned. 

(J.   You  think  you  telephoned? 

A.    1  i 'resume  so. 
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Q.   And  he  went  to  Milwaukee  and  saw  you? 

A.  I  presume  so,  or  else  J  may  have  seen  him  here,  but  I  don't 
think  so. 

0.   You  think  you  saw  him  in  Milwaukee? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  You  think  he  went  in  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir.     I  haven't  any  definite  recollection. 

Q.  He  offered  to  do  some  work  in  the  campaign? 

A.   If  I  called  him  I  asked  him  to  do  it. 

Q.   Did  he  agree  to  do  work  in  the  campaign? 

A.   Yes.  in  that  way. 

Q.   What  was  it  he  was  to  do? 

A.  He  was  to  talk  with  his  friends  up  there  in  that  territory 
where  I  didn't  know  anyone,  and  endeavor  to  interest  them;  and 
if  he  could  get  some  of  the  fellows  to  work  in  such  ways  as  he 
might — 

O.    (interrupting)     Was  he  to  have  any  compensation? 

A.   Absolutely  none,  no,  sir, 

O.  Has  he  made  a  report  to  yon  since  the  close  of  the  cam- 
paign ? 

A.  Except  that  he  told  me  that  that  amount  of  money  he  had 
obligated  himself  for,  or  at  any  rate  I  paid  it  on  his  representa- 
tions.    I  don't  remember  just  how  it  came  about. 

O.  Did  he  tell  you  what  he  had  done? 

A.  No.  sir.  He  told  me  this:  At  one  time,  whether  then  or 
before,  that  a  man  by  the  name  of  Hetting  had  consented  to  work 
up  there,  and  that  the  work  was  all  done  through  him. 

O.  Did  he  tell  you  whether  this  mar.  was  a  man  who  had  been 
supporting  Senator  Stephenson  up  to  that  time  or  not? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  he  did,  hut  I  assume  that  he  did. 

O.  You  assume  that  he  did  tell  you  that? 

A.   If  it  was  referred  to  at  all.  he  did. 

O.  It  was  not  your  understanding  then,  that  this  man  was  a 
man  that  was  working  for  some  of  the  other  candidates ' 

A.  No,  sir,  absolutely  not. 

Q.   Did  you  pay  Mr.  Dresser  any  other  sum? 

A.  No,  sir. 

O.  What  is  the  next  one? 

A.  On  the  11th.  E.  J.  Herrel,  S^>. 

O.  Who  was  Mr.  Herrel? 

A.   I  haven't  the  slightest  idea.     I  don't  remember  who  he  was. 
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O.  How  was  it  paid  to  him  ? 

A.  In  a  check.  I  haven't  any  address,  so  I  don't  know  where 
it  is. 

O.   Yon  don't  know  where  lie  lives? 

A.   No,  sir. 

O.   Do  yon  know  what  the  money  was  for? 

A.  No,  I  don't  know,  hecause  I  can't  recall  who  it  was,  or 
where  I  sent  it.     There  are  three — two  or  three — here. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  payment? 

A.  On  the  11th,  to  Gilpin  &  Gilpin,  $25. 

O.  "Who  are  they  ? 

A.  Perhaps  1  ought  not  .to  state,  because  I  am  not  ahsolutely 
sure,  hut  1  think  they  run  a  newspaper  at  Osceola. 

O.   Trempealeau  count)' ? 

A.  I  don't  know.  (  )sceola  is  the  name  1  have  connected  with 
them.  I  may  he  mistaken  ahout  that,  but  my  recollection  is  that 
that  is  where  they  are. 

Q.  There  is  such  a  print  shop  there. 

A.   I  am  quite  sure  that  is  correct,  then. 

O.  What  was  that  for? 

A.  $25.  I  assume  for  work  in  connection  with  the  campaign. 
Just  what  1  don't  know. 

The  Chairman:      Don't  your  stub  show  what  it  was  for? 

A.   No;  it  just  shows  the  names,  and  the  amount,  and  the  sub 
traction  from  the  amount  on  hand. 

O.  Did  you  pay  them  any  other  sum  during  the  campaign? 

A.  No.  sir. 

O.  What  was  the  next  item? 

A.  On  the  11th,  R.  D.  Shipman.  $30. 

O.  Who  is  he  ? 

A.  He  is  another  one  I  haven't  any  recollection  of.  I  don't 
know  where  he  came  from  at  all. 

Q.  You  don't  know  what  it  was  for? 

A.  No. 

O.  As  I  understand  it.  Mr.  Edmonds,  you  have  no  other  book 
■ — you  have  no  book  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  this  is  the  only  thing  1  have  (indicating  check  stub 
book). 

O.  Your  check  book,  and  the  stubs,  don't  show  what  the  money 
was  paid  for? 

A.   No.  sir,  thev  do  not.     This  check  book  I  sent  to  Senator 
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Stephenson  in  October  with  the  statement — with  the  chock  for 
the  balance.  1  sent  this  stub,  and  asked  him  for  it  later,  when  I 
knew  there  was  to  be  an  investigation. 

Q.   What  is  the  next  payment  ? 

A.  On  the  same  day.  the  1  lth  of  September,  L.  A.  Calkins, 
$210. 

Q.  Who  is  Calkins? 

A.   Me  is  an  attorney  at  ( rreen  Bay. 

O.   What  was  the  occasion  of  making"  that  payment? 

A.  Mr.  Calkins  had  charge  of  the  campaign  for  Mr.  Stephen- 
son, in  so  far  as  I  knew,  in  Brown  county. 

O.  By  arrangement  with  you? 

A.    By  arrangement  with  me. 

(J.   What  was  the  arrangement? 

A.  The  arrangement  was  I  was  to  pay  him  something  for  his 
services,  and  that  he  was  to  organize  the  county  as  completely  as 
he  thought  best,  and  as  he  could,  for  Mr.  Stephenson  and  in  his 
interests. 

O.   Did  yon  pay  him  any  other  money? 

A.   No.  sir. 

O.    Has  he  made  any  report  to  you? 

A.   No.  sir. 

O.  How  much  was  paid  for  his  own  compensation,  and  how 
much  was  disbursed  by  him? 

A.  At  least  a  part  of  the  amount  was  for  services. 

O.  Did  he  make  a  report  to  you  indicating  how  much  he  took 
for  services? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.   And  how  much  he  actually  disbursed? 

A.   No,  sir. 

O.  You  didn't  require  him  to  do  that? 

A.  ]  think  that  in  sending  this  check — my  recollection  is  that 
he  told  me  how  much  we  owed  him.  and  in  the  statement  said  that 
so  much  was  for  services;  but  T  don't  recollect  what  that  part  of 
it  was. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  payment? 

A.  J.  H.  McGowan,  $15.00.  on  the  11th  of  September.  It- 
would  only  be  a  guess  as  to  who  he  is.  I  think  he  is  at  Ashland, 
but  1  am  not  positive. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  it  was  for  ? 
..    A.   No,  sir.     That  is  an  item  that  I  don't  recall  at  all. 
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O.  Had  he  arranged  to  do  the  work? 

A.  No,  sir.  That  is,  if  so  I  don't  recall.  Undoubtedly  some- 
thing must  have  been  said  to  him.  or  he  wouldn't  have  gone  on 
and  spent  the  money  ;  but  I  am  not  sure. 

O.  Has  he  ever  furnished  you  with  any  statement? 

A.  No.  sir. 

O.   What  is  the  next  item? 

A.  On  the  11th.  to  Richard  Meyer,  Jr..  $200. 

O.  Where  does  Mr.  Meyers  live?  Is  it  Meyer,  did  you  say, 
or  Meyers  ? 

A.    It  is  Meyer,  here. 

Q.   Who  is  Mr.  Meyer? 

A.  At  Lancaster . 

Q.   Thai  is  in  Grant  county? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.   Is  that  all  you  paid  Mr.  Meyer? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  Prior  to  the  time  of  that  payment  did  you  have  any  talk 
with  Mr.  Meyer? 

A.  Only  by  'phone;  never  met  Mr.  Meyer  until  recently. 

Q.    Did  you  call  him  up,  or  did  he  call  you  up  over  the  'phone? 

A.  \\ 'hy.  I  am  quite  sure  that  1  called  him  up. 

O.   You  say  that  you  didn't  know  him  at  that  time? 

A.    \o.  sir. 

Q.  What  caused  you  In  call  him  up? 

A.  I  can't  say  with  regard  to  him  in  particular,  hut  I  will 
say  in  a  general  way  that  nut  at  any  time  in  my  life  had  I 
had  very  much  to  do  with  politics;  nor  did  1  have  very  much  of 
an  acquaintance  throughout  the  state,  and  for  the  last  five 
years  1  had  not  attended  conventions  or  anything  to  bring  me 
in  touch  with  politics  or  men  who  might  he  of  service  in  a 
campaign  of  this  kind:  so  I  got  the  names  of  men  who  were 
reputable  men  in  business,  and  who  would  perhaps  take  an  in- 
terest in  politics  in  their  different  localities,  and  called  them  up. 
and  talked  with  them.  So  T  assume  that  he  was  some  person 
that  someone  had  given  me  the  name  of. 

Q.  His  name  was  given  to  you  hy  someone  interested  in  the 
campaign  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

<^.   Do  you  remember  who? 

A.  I  knew  of  him  through  Webster  Brown  ;  W.  PL  Brown  of 
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Rhinelander,   formerly  congressman.     He    is    a    brother-in-law, 
f  believe,  of  Mr.  Meyer. 
Q.   \V;is  it  Mr.  Brown  who  suggested  thai   he  might  do  somt 

work-  .' 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  would  want  to  say  that.  Possibly  I 
asked  Mi-.  Brown  if  he  would,  but  I  am  quite  sure  I  had  the 
matter  up  with  him.  and  possibly  it  came  from  him. 

Q.   You  had  a  talk  with  him  over  the   'phone? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.   How  was  this  money  sent  to  him? 

A.    In   a   check. 

Q.   Accompanied   by  a   letter .' 

A.   Why.  I  should  say  that  I— 

Q.  (interrupting)  Do  you  remember  what  instructions  you 
gave   him? 

A.  No.  You  know  this  cheek  was  paid  on  the  11th  of  Septem.. 
ber.  You  see  all  of  these  are  after  the  primary:  but  they  are 
to  pay  for  bills  or  services. 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  any  instructions  when  you  talked  with 
him   over  the    'phone? 

A.  No,  indeed.  In  a  general  way.  anyone  that  asked  me  for 
instructions  over  the  'phone.  I  tried  to  make  them  feel  that  they 
were  better  aequainted  with  the  situation  than  I.  and  would 
know  how  to  handle  the  affairs  in  their  localities  much  better 
than  I.  and  it  would  be  presumptuous  for  me  to  make  sugges- 
tions. I  asked  them  to  use  them  for  the  best  interests  of  Mr. 
Stephenson,  in  helping  to  get  out  the  vote,  or  in  advertising, 
etc.;  that  is.  in  yetting  his  name,  and  keeping  it  before  the 
people. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  system  at  all  in  getting  the  names  of 
men;  yetting  men  to  work  in  the  campaign? 

A.  I  am  afraid  not.  1  am  afraid  I  was  more  in  the  dark  in 
that  campaign  than  \  was  in  anything  I  ever  undertook  in  my 
life.  I  didn't  have  the  acquaintance,  and  I  didn't  know  just 
who  to  go  to,  or  what  the  best  course  to  pursue  was.  I  had 
never  run  a  campaign  before. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  limit  in  mind  as  to  the  amount  of  money 
that  you  would  use  in  the  campaign  ? 

A.  No,  I  don't  know  that  I  did   although  I  was  told  how  much 
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the  limit  would  be,  and  I  hoped  that  I  would  not  get  anywhere 
near  it. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  payment .' 

A.  September  12th.  "Pat  Dormady;  $25." 

Q.  Where  does  he  live  \ 

A.  My  recollection  is  at  Ashland.  I  am  quite  sure  that  that 
is  right. 

Q.  What  is  that  for? 

A.  1  remember  his  writing,  or  telephoning — he  wrote  me  a 
letter,  I  am  quite  sure,  telling  me  that  he  had  spent  money  for 
Mr.  Stephenson,  and  he  ought  to  be  reimbursed,  and  it  amounted 
to  $25,  and  I  sent  it. 

Q.  Did  he  send  you  any  statement  what  it  was  disbursed  for? 

A.  No. 

Q.  What    is  the  nexl    paymenl  .' 

A.  On  the  16th  of  September,  E.  (I.  Halbert,  $40. 

Q,   Where  does  he  live .' 

A.  Milwaukee.  I  don't  know  but  what  you  asked  me,  when 
his  name  came  in  earlier,  if  we  had  paid  him  any  other  amount. 
If  so.  I  want  to  eorreet  thai,  because  I  see  there  ]S  a  second 
amount    here,   this  .^-li>. 

Q.   What    was    that    for? 

\.  For  some  sort  of  service.  He  was  getting  information,  and 
endeavoring  to  keep  me   posted  as  to  how  things  were  going. 

Q.  Did  he  furnish  you  with  any  statement  .' 

A.  No.  sir. 

0-   Do  you  know  what  he  did  with  the  money  .' 

A.  Why.  I  think  it  was  for  services  entirely,  because  he  was — 
I  might  call  him  a  "scout"  perhaps;  he  was  out  endeavoring 
to  get  information  that  might  be  of  interest  to  me. 

Q.  Was  In-  a  '"scout"  by  previous  arrangement? 

A.  Yes.   sir. 

Q.  You  employed  him? 

A.  I  employed  him.  I  don't  want  to  use  that  word  "scout"; 
that  is  not  very  good  perhaps. 

Q.  How  much  per  day  did  you  agree  to  pay  him  .' 

A.  I  didn't  make  any    definite — 

Q.  (interrupting)  How  many  days  did  he  work,  do  you 
know  ? 

A.  Oh.  T  should  sav  all  through  the  month  of  August. 
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Q.   What  was  the  former  amount  paid  him  .' 

A.  $150. 

Q.  Which  makes  $190  iu  all  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  it  marked  at  that  time  "in  full";  but  I 
afterwards  paid  him  this  $40. 

Q.   What  is  the  next  paymenl  .' 

A.  On  the  16th  of  September,  I).  J.  O'Connor,  $307.30. 

Q.  Who  is  O'Connor? 

A.  He  lives  at  Appleton,  and  I  have  the  mark  here  "Outa- 
gamie".    I  don't  know  what  he  did. 

Q.  You  knew  him,  T  take  it  .' 

A.  Yes.  I  knew  him  there. 

Q.  What  is  he? 

A.  A  physician. 

Q.  What  was  he  to  do? 

A.  1  never  had  any  talk  with  him  I  think  except  in  a  general 
■way.  that  he  was  to  aid  Mr.  Stephenson  in  the  campaign. 

'Q.  Yon  talked  with  him  before  the  time  when  the  money  was 
paid  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  he  had  done  some  work,  as  you  understood  it  .' 

A.  So  I  paid  it.  yes. 

Q.  But  you  don't  know  what  he  did? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  And  was  any  part  of  that  for  services  .' 

A.  Why.  I  don't  think  so.  He  never  accounted — T  never 
asked  him  to.  but  1  don't  think  he  was  charging — ■ 

Q.  (interrupting)  As  you  understand  it.  it  was  for  money 
he  disbursed  ? 

A.  Perhaps  I  haven't  any  right  to  assume  that,  hut  T  don't 
think  he  was  charging  for  anything  except  for  money  expended. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  this  question  :  How  did  you  know  when 
these  claims  were  made — Did  you  have  any  system  or  way  of 
finding  out  what  the  parties  were  justly  entitled  to.  or  did  you 
just  take  their  word  for  it?  I  want  to  get  at  your  idea  of  busi- 
ness there. 

A.  Tt  depended.  Senator.  I  think  on  the  man.  I  endeavored. 
in  talking  with  men.  to  talk  only,  and  to  make  arrangements 
only,  with  men  of  good  standing,  and  in  whom  T  might  have 
confidence.     When  that  class  of  men  would  make  a  report  to 
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m<\  or  make  a  statement  to  me  that  1  owed  them  $50  or  $100,  I 
paid  it.  and  didn't  question  it;  or  a  larger  amount,  in  fact. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  payment? 

A.  The  last  one  was  O'Connor.' 

Mr.   Hambrecht:     O'Connor. 

A.  The  next  one  is  on  the  18th  day  of  September.  J.  W. 
Stone,  bills  rendered  $349.30. 

Q.   "Bills  rendered"  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Stone? 

A.  He  lives  here  in  Madison.     He  is  game  warden. 

Q.   Is  that  the  Mr.  Stone  who  is  State  Game  Warden? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Who  employed  him,  or  who  made  the  arrangement  with 
1)  i  m  ? 

A.  I  had.  I  think,  the  talk  with  him. 

Q.  When    was   that  .' 

A.  Why,  some  time,  I  should  think,  in  August. 

<v>.   Here  in   Madison,  or  at  Milwaukee? 

A.  Oh,  I  think  in  Milwaukee.  Most  all  my  talks  were  down 
th.-r.-. 

Q.  What  was  that  conversation  ? 

A.  No.  I  think  at  that  time,  at  least,  he  was  living  in  Barron 
county. 

Q.  Was  he  state  game  warden  at  that  time  I 

A.  T  think  so. 

Q.  What  was  the  conversation? 

A.  I  asked  him  to  make  arrangements  for  somebody  up  there 
in  Barron  county;  to  see  somebody  that  he  knew;  that  I  didn't 
know  anyone  in  the  county,  and  have  them  work  for  Mr. 
Stephenson,  and  that  if  he  would  do  that  that  I  would  see  that 
the  bills  to  those  people  were  paid. 

Q.  Was  that  all  of  the  conversation? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  You  knew  that  he  was  state  game  warden  at  that  time? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Was  anything  said  in  regard  to  the  men  employed  under 
him  ? 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  in  regard  to  that? 
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A.  He  didn't  tell  me  who  this  was  at  all. 

Q,  Did  Mr.  Stone  say  anything  in  reference  to  the  men  era 
ployed  under  him.  as  game  wardens? 

A.  il^  told  me  that  under  the  present  law  none  of  the  game 
wardens — this  was  the  first  time  I  talked  with  him,  the  first 
time  I  ever  met  him.  1  think, — none  of  the  game  wardens,  ac- 
cording to  the  civil  service  law.  could  do  any  work  for  anyone, 
because  that  was  prohibited  by  statute.  I  believe. 

Q.   That  was  prohibited  by  law.     You  say  -he  told  you  that? 

A.  I  think  so.  yes.  sir.  At  least,  it  came  about  during  the 
conversation. 

Q.  Was  that  in  reply  to  a  question  by  yon.  or  was  it  volun- 
teered by  him? 

A.  I  don't  know.  I  presume  I  asked  him.  At  any  rate,  I 
had  a  talk  with  him.  I  remember  that  years  ago.  when  I  used 
to  be  more  familiar  with  politics,  the  game  wardens  used  to  do 
a  whole  lot.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons  I  asked  him  to  come  in 
and  see  me.  I  thought  that  was  a  good  chance  to  get  some  men 
to  do  work'. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  You  wanted  to  get  in  on  the  game  wardens 
too  ? 

A.  Yes.  I  did. 

Q.  You  say  that  he  rendered  yon  a  statement? 

A.  No.  sir.  except  I  think  this  paid  a  couple  of  bills,  if  I  re- 
member.    At   any   rate,   it  says  "bills  rendered". 

Q.  Have  you  the  bills  now? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  "What   was  done  with  them? 

A.  They  were  sent  to  Mr.  Sackett,  or  to  the  Milwaukee  head- 
quarters.  1  don't  know  which. 

Q.  T)o  you  know  what  Mr.  Stone  did  with  that  money  ? 

A.   T  haven't  the  slightest  idea,  no,  sir. 

Q.   There  was  nothing  in   these  bills  rendered  to  show  it? 

A.  I  think  so.  yes.  sir.  My  recollection  is  that  they  were 
itemized,  more  or  less. 

Q.  As  you  understood  it,  was  that  money  to  be  used  by  him  in 
organizing  the  state  generally? 

A.  No,   sir.  not  at   all. 

Q.  Just   in   Barron   county? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 
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Q.  AY  hat  is  the  next  payment  ■ 

A.  On  the  6th  day  of  October.  M.  R.  Munson,  Prairie  du 
Chien,  $3.37. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  that  was  for? 

A.  I  don't  recollect.  I  know  he  sent  to  me  quite  late,  and  he 
said  we  owed  him  that,  and  I  think  I  paid  it  without  any  ques- 
tion at  all. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  Mr.  Munson  is? 

A.  No.  sir.  I  think  I  talked  with  him  by  'phone,  but  I  am 
not  acquainted  with  him. 

<x>.  What  is  the  next  payment? 

A.  The  next  amount  is  a  receipt;  that  is,  a  deposit  of  $200, 
made  possible  by  the  return  from  C.  E.  Morley,  of  Viroqua, 
of  that  amount  of  money. 

<v>.    When    was  that    returned.' 

A.  Tlie  (bite  isn't  here,  but  it  must  have  been  after  this  cheek 
of  October  6th.  I  assume  it  was.  because  I  have  it  on  tin'  back 
of  that  stub. 

0.  What  was  the  reason  for  the  return  of  that,  if  you  know? 

A.  That  it  bad  not  been  used  in  the  campaign. 

<^>.  As  I  understand  it.  that  was  money  returned  to  you  by  Mr. 
Morley.' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

(I  $250? 

A.  No.  $200.  This  amount  properly  did  not  belong  in  this 
particular  account  ;  but  he  returned  it  to  me  personally,  and  the 
headquarters  had  been  closed,  and  the  check  was  made  payable 
to  me,  so  there  was  no  better  way.  I  thought,  than  to  deposit  it 
to  my  credit  in  this  bank,  and  then  return  it  to  Senator 
Stephenson. 

Q.  Have  you  paid  that  money  tri  Senator  Stephenson  ? 

A.  Yes.  that  was  in  the  amount  that  I  sent  back. 

Q.  "When  did  you  send  that  to  him? 

A.  Well,  on  the  back  of  this  stub  there  is  a  notation  in 
October;  it  must  have  been  after  the  6th;  "Cheek  for  balance 
sent  Isaac  Stephenson.  $445.08." 

Q.  Y\  no  was  Mr.  Morlej  .' 

A.  I  think  he  had  some  position  during  the  session  of  congress 
in  Washington.  I  have  seen  him  several  times,  and  have  talked 
with  him. 
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.Mr.    Whitman:     Colonel  Morley,   isn't  it? 

A.  Colonel  Morley,  yes.  sir. 

Q.  Of  Viroqua? 

A.  Of  Viroqua. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  how  much  money  he  received  during  the 
campaign  .' 

A.  It  would  only  be  a  guess  on  my  part.  It  must  have  been 
more  than  this,  because  he  returned  it. 

Q.  When  was  the  next  disbursement  made  by  you? 

A.  There  was  only  one  more  check,  and  that  was  the  check 
for  tin'  balance,  $445.03,  that  went  to  Mr.  Stephenson. 

Q.  Now,  that  check,  together  with  the  oilier  checks  that  you 
have  mentioned  here,  foot  up  and  equal  the  sum  that  was  placed 
in   your  hands  '! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

<l    is  that  the   $5?000? 

A.  Tlie  $5,000,  and  in  addition  to  that  there  is  the  $200  that 
was  returned. 

Q.  And  the  $1,000? 

A.  No,  that  is  not  in  here. 

Q.  That  represents  $5,200? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  got  the  check  hook'  or  the  stubs,  for  the  other 
disbursements? 

A.  Xo.  I  haven't  that.  That  was  left  in  the  headquarters, 
and  was  returned  to  the  senator. 

Q.  When? 

A.  Well.  I  say  it  was  returned;  I  don't  know.  I  left  it  in 
my  desk  when  I  left  Milwaukee. 

Q.  On  this  trip? 

A.  Xo.  the  1st  of  September,  or  the  3rd  or  4th  of  September; 
you  see  I  did  not  close  the  headquarters  there ;  and  any  corre- 
spondence, or  matters  pertaining  to  the  campaign,  and  my 
check  book  and  everything  of  that  kind,  was  left  there. 

Q.  In  your  desk? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  What  became  of  those  matters? 

A.  I  don't  know.  Mr.  Sackett  was  in  charge  when  I  went 
down  there,  and  he  was  still  in  charge  when  I  left:  had  been 
looking  after  the  office  all  the  time. 
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Q.  Have  you  seen  that  data  since? 

A.  No,  sir,  never  have  seen  it. 

Q.  Was  your  correspondence  left  there,  too? 

A.  Everything  in  connection  with  the  campaign,  yes.  sir. 

Q.  In  whose  possession  was  it  there? 

A.  Why.  I  should  say  Mr.  Sackett.  No  one  in  particular.  Mr. 
Sackett  and  Mr.  Lambeck;  and  those  men  were  connected  with 
Mr.  Stephenon,  that  is.  particularly  Mr.  Lambeck  was  a  clerk 
working  for  him.  and  consequently  I  did  not  make  any  report  or 
statement  to  anyone  concerning  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  it  is  now  .' 

A.   I  haven't  any  idea  now. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  key  to  the  desk  '. 

A.  I  had  a  key.  and  Mr.  Sackett  had  a  key.  during  the  whole 
campaign. 

Q.  Did  he  use  the  same  desk.' 

A.  No.  sir.  but  he  had  a  key  to  my  desk,  and  I  had  one.  I 
left  that  with  him,  or  Mr.  Lambeck,  1  am  not  sure  which. 

Q.  What  became  of  your  key? 

A.  That  is  what  I  say.  I  left  that  either  with  him,  or  Mr. 
Lambeck.     I  did  not  close  up  the  head-quarters. 

Q.  And  you  didn't  make  any  final  report  to  Mr.  Stephenson.' 

A.  Never  at  all.  except  this  (referring  to  check  hook). 

Q.  That  is  only  partial '! 

A.  That  is  all. 

Q.  As  to  the  other  sums,  you  made  no  report  to  him? 

A.  No  report  whatever,  no.  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  in  a  position  now  to  tell  what  became  of  the  bal- 
ance of  that  money ;  what  was  done  with  it  ? 

A.  Except  this  $5,000,  the  balance  of  the  *f)8.000? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  No,  I  am  not,  That  is.  I  would  like — if  the  questions  were 
to  be  asked  about  the  expenditure  of  that,  inasmuch  as  we  are 
to  have  the  records  so  soon.  I  would  be  glad  to  refresh  my 
memory  from  those  records. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  that  the  record  being  prepared  will 
contain  that  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir.  I  assume  that  that  takes  in  everything  except 
this. 

Q.  You  can  tell,  when  you  see,  whether  that  is  true  or  not? 
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A.  Yes.  sir. 

(^.  Well,  now.  as  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Edmonds,  you  did 
not  have  any  definite  plan  or  system  with  regard  to  the  employ- 
ment of  men  and  disbursing-  of  money  in  the  campaign? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  a  man  asked  you  for  a  certain  sum  for  services,  you 
paid  it  without  any  question  1 

A.  No,  I  don't  think  so.  I  tried  to  be  as  circumspect  as 
possible,  and  not  let  him  go  too  far. 

Q.  Did  you  turn  down  any  requests.' 

A.  Why.  I  should  dislike  to  say  that  I  did  not.  I  haven't  in 
mind  any  particular  instances  now,  however. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  can  remember  now,  in  every  case  where  you 
were  asked  for  money,  upon  the  representation  that  the  indi- 
vidual had  done  work  or  paid  out  money,  you  paid  it? 

A.  You  realize  that  in  most  instances,  except  some  of  these 
where  a  claim  was  made  that  we  owed  money  after  the  cam- 
paign was  over,  some  arrangement  had  been  made ;  at  least  I 
had  a  talk  with  the  individuals  to  whom  any  large  amounts  were 
paid. 

Q.  But  the  amount  was  left  open  at  the  time? 

A.  No,  in  many  instances  not. 

Q.  Well,  now,  do  you  recall  any  instance  where  you  did  not 
pay  the  amount  that  you  were  asked  to  pay? 

A.  I  didn't  intend  to  answer  that  question  along  the  line  you 
are  asking  this  one,  I  think.  Your  question  now  is :  Do  I 
recollect  any  amounts  that  I  did  not  pay  in  full ;  any  bills  that 
I  did  not  pay  in  full? 

Q.  No,  that  is  not  what  I  want  to  get  at.  I  am  trying  to  get 
at  your  method  of  doing  business.  That  is  what  I  am  trying  to 
get  at.  I  will  go  at  it  this  wray:  Was  it  your  custom  to  pay 
the  bills  as  presented  to  you  by  these  men  ? 

A.  Well,  as  you  know,  nearly  all  of  these  (indicating  stubs), — 
nearly  every  one  of  these  were  bills  that  were  paid  after  the 
election  had  passed.     I  think  all  except  six. 

Q.  Did  you  question  any  of  those  bills  before  you  paid  them  ? 

A.  No.  I  rather  think  not.  I  think  that  I  had  confidence  in 
the  men  to  whom  I  paid  these,  so  that  they  were  paid  withoirl 
question. 

Q.  That  is  what  we  wanted  to  get  at.  Is  that  substantially 
37 
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the  way  you  did  with  other  money  that  was  disbursed  by  you 
during  the  campaign ;  these  items  that  you  have  not  in  mind 


now 


? 


A.  These  particular  items,  as  I  say,  were  bills  or  statements 
or  requests  that  came  in  for  funds  after  the  campaign  was  over; 
and  in  ease  there  had  been  even  one  that  I  questioned  as  to  its 
justice,  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  I  would  have  paid  it,  if  the 
amount  had  not  been  paid,  rather  than  have  had  dissatisfaction 
and  complaint  that  we  did  not  pay  our  bills.  I  think  I  tried  to 
avoid  that  in  every  instance. 

Q.  It  was  your  policy  to  pay  the  claims  as  presented  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  you  don't  think  of  any  exception  to  that.' 

A.   I  don't  have  in  mind  any.  no.  sir. 

Q.  In  a  general  way.  you  did  some  newspaper  advertising  dur- 
ing the  campaign  for  the  senator,  didn't  you? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  say  1  did.  I  had  very  little  to  do  with  that. 
The  man  who  conducted  the  newspaper  end  of  it,  that  is  the 
advertising  end  of  it.  was  employed  before  I  went  to  Milwaukee. 

Q.  Who  was  that  .' 

A.  Ellis  Usher. 

Q.  Who  employed  him  ? 

A.  I  assume  that —perhaps  I  better  not  make  an  assumption- 
he  was  employed  before  I  went  there. 

Q.  You  didn't  employ  him? 

A.  I  didn't  employ  him.  no,  sir. 

Q.  Then  do  I  understand  that  you  didn't  have  anything  to 
do  with  the  making  of  the  campaign,  so  far  as  it  was  made  in 
the  newspapers  .' 

A.  Oh.  Mi-.  Usher.  I  saw  him  at  different  times  during  the 
campaign,  and  he  talked  with  me  about  what  he  proposed  to  do, 
etc..  in  a  general  way:  but  so  far  as  cheeking  or  authorizing  ex- 
penditures along  that  line.  I  should  say  not:  that  I  did  not;  that 
I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  disburse  any  of  the  money  that  was  paid  out  to 
newspapers  in  the  state? 

A.  I  should  say  not,  unless  indirectly. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

A.  For  instance,  if  I  had  employed  a  man  to  look  after  a  cer- 
tain county,  and  organize  the  county,  and  I  paid  him  two  or 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   INVESTIGATION.      579 

three  hundred  dollars,  and  he  used  some  of  that  for  the  pur- 
pose of  advertising,  or  with  newspapers,  that  would  be  indirect; 
but   I  don't   know  it. 

Q.  That  would  be  in  addition  to  these  amounts  that  you  have 
already  stated  ! 

A.  When  I  say  /  spent  it.  that  would  be  part  of  the  $98,000. 

Q.  And  you  would  prefer  to  wait,  in  regard  to  going  into  that, 
until  the  account  is  filed  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  Practically  none  of  that,  however,  did  I  have 
anything  to  do  with. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge,  or  from  conversa- 
tions with  Mr.  Usher  or  with  anyone  else,  what  the  general  plan 
was  in  regard  to  the  newspaper  campaign? 

A.  Yes,  I  should  say  in  general  that  it  was  in  order  to — He 
was  a  great  believer  in  advertising,  and  advertising  in  all  the 
papers,  lie  believed  that  to  run  an  advertisement  by  Mr. 
Stephenson  in  every  issue  of  every  paper. — that  that  was  not 
only  legitimate,  but  would  result  in  the  best  possible  good  for  the 
same  amount  of  money  expended. 

Q.   By  "him'*  I  suppose  you  mean  Mr.  Usher? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  1  think,  in  a  general  way,  perhaps,  he  looked  to 
me,  as  manager,  to  cheek  him  on  expenditures;  but  he  also 
talked  with  Mr.   Puelicher;  probably  more  than  with  me. 

Q.  Now,  if  you  can  tell  us,  I  would  like  to  know  what  the 
general  plan  was.  Was  it.  for  instance,  to  pay  the  legal  rate 
or  to  pay  a  sum  in  excess  of  the  legal  rate,  or  10  cents  a  line, 
or  any  other  system  ? 

A.  That  I  don't  know,  lie  was  supposed  to  be  so  familiar 
with  newspaper  work  that  he  would  get  the  best  rates  possible; 
and  I  assumed  he  did  that,  although  I  never  checked  the  bills. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  discuss  that  matter  with  Mr.  Usher? 

A.  No,  I  think  not, 

Q.  And  do  you  know  now  what  his  system  was? 

A.  No,  sir,  except  that  he  believed  thoroughly  in  advertising. 
That,  in  a  general  way,  is  the  only  thing  I  know  about  his 
method. 

O.  Have  you  told  us  all  that  you  know  in  regard  to  the  news- 
paper part  of  the  campaign  ;  or  is  there  anything  else  that  you 
can  tell  us  in  regard  to  the  newspaper  campaign  ? 

A.  Why,  I  recall  that  at  one  conversation,  along  the  last  end  of 
the  campaign.  I  think  the  discussion  was  on  the  advertising,  these 
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big  whole-page  or  half-page  advertisements,  the  last  two  or  three 
days,  or  the  last  week  of  the  campaign.  That  was  discussed  at 
one  time,  and  I  think  the  discussion  came  up  because  I  did  not 
think  it  good  policy,  or  I  could  not  see  the  reason  for  advertising 
in  papers  of  another  party  than  the  republican  party.  He  main- 
tained that  it  was  legitimate  advertising;  that  it  was  the  proper 
thing  to  do.  and  I  consented. 

O.  What  was  done  with  reference  to  that  matter? 

A.   Those  advertisement^  were  run  about  as  he  had  suggested. 

O.   In  Democratic  papers  ? 

A.   I  think  so.  yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  in  the  papers  of  other  political  parties? 

A.    I  think  so. 

O.   Who  was  Air.  l/sher? 

A.    1  have  known  him  several  years. 

O.  What  is  his  business? 

A.  I  don't  believe  that  1  know.  Tic  has  an  office  there  in  Mil- 
waukee, and  I  think  it  is  in  connection  with  newspaper  work  in 
some  way.  hut  I  don't  know  just  what. 

O.  Is  he  connected  with  any  newspaper  in  the  state,  so  far  as 
you  know  ? 

A.    Xo,  I   don't  know. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  he  is  or  not? 

A.   Xo.     Do  you  know  Mr.  Usher? 

Q.  Yes.  I  know  him. 

A.  I  was  wondering  whether  I  was  answering  your  question 
as  you  wanted  it  answered. 

Q.   Where  is  his  office  in  Milwaukee? 

A.  In  the  Wells  Building,  on  the  fifth  floor.  I  think.  I  don't 
remember. 

Q.  Mr.  Edmonds,  what  was  your  policy,  if  you  had  any  policy, 
in  regard  to  contributing  to  churches,  clubs,  base  ball  associa- 
tions, or  anything  of  that  nature:  or  societies? 

A.  I  think  about  the  only  policy  I  had  was  to  be  as  busy  as 
possible  when  people  that  wanted  that  kind  of  thing  came  around. 

Q.  What  is  that  ? 

A.  ]  think  about  the  only  policy  I  had  was  to  be  as  busy  as  pos- 
sible when  people  that  wanted  that  kind  of  thing  came  around,  so 
as  to  avoid  them.  I  don't  know  of  any  other  policy  I  had  in  con- 
nection with  that. 
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O.  You  don't  know  of  any  money  paid,  then,  to  any  society  or 
club  or  church  ? 

A.  I  don't  recall  a  thing-  of  that  kind  that  I  paid  money  for. 
There  mav  have  been  something,  but  I  don't  recollect  any  amount. 

O.  What  was  your  policy,  if  you  had  any  policy,  in  soliciting 
the  services  of  men,  in  regard  to  getting  men  who  had  formerly 
supported  some  one  of  the  other  senatorial  candidates? 

A.    You  refer  to  that  campaign;  you  say  in  that  campaign? 

(J.    In  that  primary  campaign? 

A.  Why,  I  hadn't  any  policy,  because  I  hadn't  any  idea  who 
was  supporting  Stephenson  or  the  others  until  I  would  inquire. 
It  certainly  was  not  my  policy,  if  that  is  what  you  wish  to  bring 
out.  to  employ  any  man  who  had  announced  himself  or  who  was 
in  favor  of  another  candidate;  not  in  any  instance. 

Q.  And  as  far  as  you  know  now  that  was  not  done? 

A.  As  far  as  1  know  it  was  not  done,  no,  sir. 

O.  What  was  your  policy  in  regard  to  advertising,  if  you  had 
any  policy,  in  newspapers  that  had  been  supporting  any  of  the 
other  candidates  ? 

A.  Why.  I  don't  think  that  we  had  any  hesitation  about  taking 
the  matter  up  with  them,  and  paying  them  advertising  rates  for 
advertising.  That  is  a  matter  that  I  went  into  with  Mr.  Usher, 
and  he  insisted  that  was  not  only  perfectly  legal,  but  might  result 
in  good.  The  idea  was  to  advertise  and  keep  Mr.  Stephenson's 
name  before  the  people,  and  that  it  was  just  as  legitimate  to  use  a 
paper  of  the  opposition  party  as  our  own. 

O.  And  use  papers  that  were  supporting  other  candidates? 

A.  Oh,  yes.  I  don't  think  the  line  was  drawn  there  at  all.  I 
don't  know  that  that  ever  came  up. 

Q.     It  was  your  policy  to  do  that,  was  it?* 

A.  1  don't  think  that  there  was  any  attempt  to  discriminate  in 
any  way.  He  maintained  that  it  should  be  open,  advertising 
space  should  be  open  to  any  candidate,  and  he  advertised  in  that 
way. 

O.   Do  you  still  think  that  that  was  a  legitimate  expenditure  of 


money 


r-> 


A.  I  should  say  that  so  far  as  being  legitimate  is  concerned, 
entirely  so ;  though  I  doubt  very  much  the  wisdom  of  it.  Per- 
haps I  put  that  a  little  strongly.  I  might  better  say.  I  am  a  little 
uncertain  as  to  the  wisdom  of  it.  only. 

Q.  But  you  see  nothing  improper  in  it  ? 
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A.   No,  sir,  I  think  not. 

Q.  You  don't  think  that  the  payment  of  money  to  a  newspaper 
for  advertising  purposes  could  possibly  have  any  effect  on  its  edi- 
torial columns  ? 

A.  I  should  dislike  very  much  to  make  a  statement  of  that 
kind  affecting  the  newspaper  publishers  of  the  state. 

Q.  Well,  then.  1  understand  you  that  you  think  it  might  affect 
the  editorial  columns? 

A.    Xo.  sir.  that  was  not  the  answer  I  intended. 

(J.   Do  you  think  it  would  not? 

A.   I  better  have  your  question  again. 

(Question  and  answer  read  as  follows)  : 

"Q.  You  don't  think  that  the  payment  of  money  to  a  news- 
paper for  advertising  purposes  could  possibly  have  any  affect  on 
its  editorial  columns  ? 

A.  1  should  dislike  very  much  to  make  a  statement  of  that  kind 
affecting  the  newspaper  publishers  of  the  state. 

Q.  Well,  then,  1  understand  yon  that  yon  think  it  might  affect 
the  edit<  trial  columns  ? 

A.    Xo,  sir.  that  was  not  the  answer  I  intended." 

A.  I  did  not  intend  to  reply  in  that  way.  The  idea  1  meant  to 
convey  was  that  I  should  dislike  to  accuse  the  publishers  of  news- 
papers in  the  state  of  Wisconsin  with  being  influenced  in  their 
editorial  columns  by  advertising  that  they  would  take. 

Q.  But  you  would  expect  the  readers  of  the  papers  to  be  influ- 
enced by  the  advertisement? 

A.   Yes.  1  should  hope  so.  if  \  advertised  and  paid  for  it. 

Q.  You  think  the  money  would  not  be  any  incentive,  but  the 
literature  might  be? 

A.    Hi  iw  i^  that  ? 

Q.  You  think  that  the  payment  of  money  to  a  man  would  not 
be  any  incentive,  would  not  in  any  way  shape  his  opinion;  but 
that  the  literature  or  advertisement  would? 

A.  Xo.  sir,  1  shouldn't  put  it  that  way  at  all.  The  advertise- 
ment would  get  to  people  who  perhaps  had  not  thought  seriously 
on  the  question,  did  not  care  particularly.  The  more  times  the 
ordinary  man  would  see  the  name  of  Isaac  Stephenson,  who  was 
a  candidate  for  United  Sates  senator,  the  more  apt  he  would  be, 
if  he  didn't  care  who  was  elected,  to  vote  for  Mr.  Stephenson. 
It  was   a  matter  of   publicity,   advertising,   solely.     That   would 
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reach  people,  and  would  affect  them — some  of  the  readers  of  the 

paper. 

Q.  Well,  then,  as  I  understand  it.  you  want  to  be  understood 
as  saying  that  the  payment  of  money  to  newspapers  for  adver- 
tising would  not  be  apt  to  influence  the  editorial  columns? 

A.  1  want  to  he  understood  a-  saying  that  we  did  not  pay 
money  to  any  newspaper  for  advertising  in  the  hope  that  it  would 
influence  the  editorial  column. 

O.  Well,  Mr.  Edmonds,  that  does  not  answer  the  question.  If 
you  do  not  want  to  answer — 

A.   (interrupting)    I  intended  to  answer  the  question. 

O.  I  was  trying  to  get  your  opinion  whether  or  not  advertising 
would  be  apt  to  influence  the  editorial  columns.  Your  answer  is 
that  you  did  not  pay  any  money  for  that  purpose.  Now,  I  am 
not  raising"  that  question  at  all.  I  am  not  saying  that  you  did.  I 
just  wanted  to  get  your  opinion. 

A.  As  to  whether  I  think  that  a  newspaper  publisher  would  he 
influenced  in  his  editorial  columns  by  advertising  space  that 
might  be  purchased  in  his  paper? 

(  ).  In  large  amounts?  Yes.  that  is  the  question.  I  just  want 
your  opinion. 

A.  1  think  my  opinion  is  that  it  would  not.  because — I  never 
had  any  experience  before,  but  in  my  experience  in  the  campaign 
just  past  I  should  say  that  it  did  not  influence  at  all. 

Q.  That  is  what  1  was  trying  to  get.  your  opinion. 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  no  money  was  paid  by  you  for  that 
purpose? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  your  policy,  if  you  had  any  policy,  in  regard  to 
having  county  managers  throughout  the  state? 

A.  I  endeavored,  when  I  started  in — my  idea  was  to  have 
someone  in  every  county;  wherever  I  could  have  more  than  one 
to  do  that;  but  I  hoped  to  reach  every  county  with  some  kind  of 
an  organization,  more  or  less  complete. 

(.).    Did  you  in  fact  reach  every  county  in  that  sense? 

A.   Xo.  I  think  not.      I  am  afraid  I  didn't  get  all  around. 

Q.  You  had  no  conversation  with  Senator  Stephenson  during 
the  primary  other  than  you  have  stated — other  than  as  he  stated." 

A.  Oh,  I  think  so.  yes,  sir.  Yes.  I  think  he  was  down  two  or 
three  times ;  possibly  more.     I  remember  he  was  in  Milwaukee 
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when  he  started  on  his  trip  to  some  of  the  different  eities  in  the 
state  ;  and  I  think  on  his  return.     I  think  I  saw  him  both  times. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  have  any  conversation  with  him  in  regard  to 
getting"  liis  account  for  campaign  expenses  in  shape? 

A.  ()h.  since  the  election? 

O.  Since  election  ? 

A.   Xo.  sir.      I  don't  think  he  ever  looked  to  me  for  that. 

Q.    Did  von  discuss  the  matter  with  him  at  all  at  any  time? 

A.  I  think  not.  I  don't  think  1  ever  mentioned  the  account  to 
him.  except  when  1  returned  this  cluck  hook  and  stubs,  and  the 
checks,  and  later  when  he  was  here,  within  the  last  two  weeks  or 
ten  days. 

O.  Have  you  had  anything  to  do  with  assemblying  this  account 
as  it  has  been  tiled  ? 

A.  Yes.  in  this  manner:  The  figures  that  Mr.  Sacket  had  he 
said  wire  in  great  detail,  and  possibly  I  am  the  one  most  at  fault, 
if  it  is  a  fault,  for  having  the  report  tiled  just  as  it  was. 

(J.    Which   report  ? 

A.  Tin-  report  Senator  Stephenson  filed  with  the  secretary  of 
-tale.  I  didn't  know  any  better  way  to  do.  when  it  came  to  filing" 
a  statement  for  Senator  Stephenson,  than  to  look  at  the  reports 
already  tiled,  or  statements  already  tiled,  by  other  candidates.  I 
asked  Secretary  Frear  to  give  me  copies  of  those  statements, 
which  he  gave  me. 

Q.   When  was  that  ? 

A.  About  two  weeks  ago.  Me  gave  them  to  me.  T  looked 
them  over,  and  thought  that  possibly  the  most  complete  report 
was  made  by  Mr.  McGovern;  and  Mr.  McGovern  was  an  attor- 
ney, and  the  one  attorney  of  the  three  candidates,  and  he  under- 
stood the  law.  knew  best,  perhaps,  how  to  tile  a  report.  J  took 
his  report,  and  made  a  grouping  of  the  accounts  similar  to  the 
way  he  had  done,  and  just  as  it  appears.  When  Mr.  Sacket  came 
I  asked  him  to  check  over  his  statements,  and  fill  it  in  on  that 
basis. 

Q.  Was  that  the  first  that  yon  had  to  do  witli  getting  out  the 
report  tiled  with  the  secretary  of  state? 

A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  first  part  you  took  in  that  matter? 

A.  The  first  time  I  had  anything  to  do  with  it  was  a  refusal 
that  I  made  to  sign  some  sort  of  a  statement  of  expenditures 
which   Mr.  Sacket  brought  out  here  on  the  22nd  or  23rd  dav  of 
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September,  when  1  was  in  Madison,  and  as  you  may  know  I  was 
busv  at  that  time  ;  and  I  refused  absolutely  to  sign  the  statement. 
Of  course.  I  had  not  time  to  look  it  over,  and  possibly  I  was  a  lit- 
tle short  with  him,  because  he  never  presented  it  to  me  again.  I 
did  not  even  look  it  over. 

Q.  That  was  about  the  22nd,  you  say? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  at  the  time  of  the  platform  convention. 

O.  In  September? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  He  had  some  receipt  he  wanted  me  to  sign,  and 
I  wouldn't  sign  it. 

Q.  Did  he  have  what  purported  to  be  a  complete  account  of  the 
expenditures  in  the  campaign.-  or  was  it  fragmentary? 

A.  I  should  say  it  was  fragmentary.  I  didn't  look  it  over  at 
all.  There  were  perhaps — oh,  T  should  think  two  or  three  pages 
of  it;  and  at  the  bottom  a  receipt  for  me  to  sign,  which  I  didn't 
sign. 

O.   You  didn't  make  any  examination  of  it  ? 

A.   No,  I  didn't  make  any  examination. 

(_).  Was  it  represented  to  you  at  that  time  as  a  complete  report 
by  Mr.  Sacket? 

A.  No,  I  think  not.  I  think  it  referred  particularly  to  a  receipt 
he  wanted  me  to  give. 

O.  Did  you  understand  that  this  report  was  the  report  that 
was  to  be  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state? 

A.  Oh,  no;  no  talk  of  that  kind. 

0.  You  say  it  was  fragmentary  ? 

A.  Well.  I  say  I  don't  know  anything  about  it.  I  should 
assume  it  was  not  a  complete  statement. 

O.  D'o  vou  know  what  class  of  disbursements  were  included  in 
it? 

A.  Xo,  I  didn't  look  it  over  at  all.  I  assumed,  however,  that 
it  purported  to  be  a  list  of  my  expenditures,  which  he  expected 
me  to  sign  there  in  fifteen  minutes,  and  go  back  on  that  train  ; 
and  I  would  not  sign  it,  because  of  the  short  time  to  look  it  over. 

Q"  WThat  was  the  nature  of  the  receipt  ? 

A.  Saying  this  was  a  true  and  correct  copy,  or  statement,  of 
my  expenditures. 

O.  Was  that  receipt  attached  to  the  report,  or  was  it  separate? 

A.  I  am  sure  it  was  a  part  of  the  three  or  four  sheets  of  paper 
that  he  had. 

Q.  Was  it  a  verification,  in  the  form  of  a  verification? 
38 
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this  perhaps  was  two  weeks  later,  in  the  campaign, — informed  me 
that  the  statement  be  filed  right  away  ;  that  it  would  be  a  good  plan 
to  file  it. 

The  Chairman:     Senator  Stephenson's? 

A.  Yes.  Senator  Stephenson's  statement. 

O-  Did  the  senator  at  any  time  say  that  he  wanted  to  wait  i 

A.  At  that  time  1  think  Senator  Stephenson  was  in  Milwaukee, 
and  I  think  that  I  spoke  to  him  about  it — that  is,  two  weeks  later— 
about  it  being  a  very  bad  time,  from  a  political  standpoint,  to  file  it. 
Not  from  his  standpoint,  but  from  the  standpoint  of  the  party. 
That  was  at  least  two  weeks  after  the  others  had  filed.  All  the 
criticism  and  objection  to  Mr.  Stephenson's  not  riling  his  statement 
had  died  down.  It  was  all  quiet.  There  wasn't  anything  being 
said  in  the  papers,  and  I  felt  that  it  would  be  very  unwise,  from 
a  party  standpoint,  to  stir  that  thing  up  again,  and  give  them  a 
chance  to  talk  for  ten  days  or  two  weeks  longer  during  the  cam- 
paign. 

O.  What  did  he  say? 

A.   He  was  content  to  let  it  stand. 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  would  move  that  we  adjourn  until  tomorrow 
morning  at  nine  o'clock,  unless  you  have  something  further. 

The  Chairman  :  Unless  there  is  objection,  the  committee  will 
stand  adjourned  until  tomorrow  morning  at  nine  o'clock. 

►Adjourned  until  nine  o'clock  a.  m..  February  25,  It'll!). 


EXHIBIT    t9. 
Edward   If.   Smith,  Official    Reporter. 

July     6.     E.  11.  McMahon,  organizing $50  00 

J.   C.   Miller,  organizing 50  00 

General  expense,  organizing 100  00 

C.  M.   1  lambright.  organizing 50  00 

July   13.     E.   H.   Mahon,  organizing 50  00 

July   13.     Keyes.  J.    R.,  organizing 25  00 

July  18.     Dane  County,  organizing 200  00 

General,  organizing,  Edmonds'  check 150  00 

C.  M.  1  lambright,  organizing 50  00 

July  20.     T.  J.  Sexton,  organizing,  C.  D.  No.  93677.  .,  50  00 

July  21.     General,   organizing 250  00 
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E.  H.  McMahon,  organizing 50  00 

J.  R.  Keyes,  organizing 50  00 

July  22.     J.  W.  Wypszinski,  organizing 50  00 

General,    organizing'.     E.     A.     E..    stamps. 

$200.00  ;  G.  Peterson,  $25.00 225  00 

July  23.     <  General,  organizing,  E.  A.  E 200  00 

July  24.     Advertising,   No.  33308,  T.    E   Reynolds..  100  00 

R.  Rowe,  organizing,  No.  33312 50  00 

!.  C.   Miller,  organizing 50  00 

i.  Wypszinski,  organizing,  E.  A.  E 25  00 

July  "2*.     Clark    County,    organizing,    E.    A.    E.,    Dr. 

Frank    150  00 

General,  organizing,  E.  A.  E.,  C.  C.  Way- 
land  100  00 

July  28.     C.   M.   Hambright,   organizing,  C.  D.   No. 

93751   50  00 

T.  J.  Sexton,  organizing,  C.  D.  No.  93750.  .  50  00 
Dane  County,  organizing,  C.  D.  No.  93752, 

H.  Lewis 200  00 

July  30.     Columbia   County,   organizing,    No.    33353, 

J.    B.    Marshall 50  00 

F.  Reinold,  organizing.  No.  33354 50  00 

Ozaukee    Count}',    organizing.    No.    33356, 

C.  O.   Larson 25  00 

E.  H.  McMahon,  No.  33357 50  00 

July  31.     J.  R.  Keyes,  No.  33373 • 25  30 

Richland  County,  cash,  L.   Bancroft 250  00 

Manitowoc  County,  No.  33374,  A.  J.  Weis-  83  00 

man   83  60 

Aug.    4.     C.  M.  Hambright.  C.  D.  No.  93823 50  00 

Aug.    4.     T.  J.  Sexton,  C.  D.  No.  93&24 50  00 

Advertising,  C.  D.  No.  93828,  J.  L.  Sturte- 

vandt    100  00 

Douglas  County,   C.   D.   No.   93825.   S.    L. 

Perrin   1,000  00 

La  Crosse  County,  C.  D.  No.  93826,  Geo. 

Cordon    1,300  00 

Alias.  Oneida  &  Lincoln,  C.  D.  No.  93827, 

D.  E.   Riordan 1,300  00 

Polk,   Barron   &  Rusk.   C.   D.   No.    93829, 

L.  B.  Dresser 300  00 
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Aug.   5.     E.   J.    Rogers    50  00 

Waupaca  County.  No.  33437,  R.  Rowe....  35  25 

General,  No.  33436,  C.  C.  Wayland 40  18 

J.  R.  Keyes,  No:  33435 25  00 

Iowa  County.  No.  33434,  L.  II.  Stevens...  28  92 

Kewaunee   County 75  00 

Aug.    6.      Milwaukee  County.  E.  A.  E..  J.  T.  Kelley.  .  500  00 

Oconto,  Xo.  33452,  I.  Livermore 50  00 

Jackson.  Xo.  33449,  J.  J.  McGillivary 600  00 

Ashland.  Xo.  33  I  is.  Pat  Dormady 50  00 

Advertising,  C.  D.  Xo.  93862,  R.  J.  Shields  200  do 

J.  C.  Miller.  C.  I).  Xo.  93861 75  00 

Aug.     ", .      Kewaunee  Co 100   00 

Racine   Co loo  on 

General.  Xo.  33468,  C.  C  Wayland 250  00 

Advertising,  Xo.  33459,  M.  C.  Ring 170  00 

Aug.    s.     General,  Xo.  33474,  E.  A.  Edmunds 250  00 

General   250  0*0 

Outagamie  Co.,  Xo.  33469,  G.  Dettmann.  .  .  50  00 

Grant  Co..  Xo.  33470,  O.  L.  Gust 300  00 

Manitowoc  Co.,  Xo.  33473,  !•'.  11.  Gehbe, . .  200  00 

Dane  Co.,  Xo.  "..".ISO.  A.  R.  Ames 350  00 

J.  R.  Keye>.  Xo.  33481 50  00 

General  150  00 

An-,  in.     Columbia  &  Adams  Co.,  Xo.  33506,  C.  H. 

Rnssell    200  00 

Ozaukee  Co..  Xo.  33  t95,  C.  O.  Larson 140  00 

Waushara  Co..  Xo.  33493,  R.  11.  Rowe 19  20 

General   K>°  00 

An-  12.     Brown  Co 250  00 

( General,  cash,  J.  W.  Stone 2,500  00 

General,  Receipt,   Hugo   IAanke 100  00 

La  Cro>se  Co..  No.  33514,  E.  B.  Cox loo  mi 

T.  J.  Sexton.  Xo.  33513 50  00 

Fond  dii  Lac  Co..  No.  33518,  C.  D.  Smith.  .  50  00 

General.  Xo.  33517,  E.  B.  Dresser 1,800  00 

An-.  13.     Sheboygan  Co.,  No.  33527,  A.  O.  Heyer.  .  .  200  00 

(  h-een  Co..  Xo.  33528,  R.  A.  Etter 200  00 

Brown  Co..  Xo.  33529,  Wm.  Haslem 200  00 

Pierce  Co.,  Xo.  33530,  ( ).  O.  Halls 200  00 

Rusk  Co..  Xo.  33532,  L.  E.  McGill 200  00 
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Dane  Co.,  No.  33531,  T.  Purtell 175  00 

Washington  Co.,   Xo.  33537,  W.   Uatz....  100  00 

City  of  Superior,  Xo.  33538,  O.  A.  Berg..  50  on 

Sheboygan  Co..  Xo.  33546,  \V.  A.  Barber.  .  300  00 

Rock  Co.,  Xo.  33547,  C.   B.  Salmon ion  on 

Aug.  1  1.     Manitowoc  Co..  Xo.  33553,  A.  J.  Weisman  52  28 

Dane  Co.,  No.  33554,  A.  R.  Ames 50  00 

Racine  Co..  No.  33560,  J.  R.  Jones 350  on 

<  >conto  Co..  Xo.  33555,  T.  F.  Reynolds.  ...  Kin  on 

T.  J.  Sexton,   Xo.   33562 12    t6 

Vernon  Co..  Xo.  33583,  C.  E.  Morley 500  00 

Bayfield  Co..        )  (  500  00 

Sawyer    Co..        )  (  50( i  on 

Rusk   &  )  ( 

Chippewa  )  (  500  <>(> 

I  )nnn.  La  )  ( 

Crosse  &  )  ( 

Langlade  )    No.  33591,  S.  L.  Perrin   (  500  mi 

linrnette.  )  ( 

Washburn  &    )  (' 

Vilas  )  (  500  mi 

Polk,  Barron       )  ( 

&  Florence      )  ( 

Advertising-,  Xo.  33600,  W.  C.  I'.ratz.  . 
Ozaukee  Co..  No.  33601,  C.  O.  Larson. 

Sauk  Co..  No.  33602,  U.  C.  Kellar 

Trempealeau  Co..  E.  A.  E 

( ieneral,  E.  A.  E 

Aug.  1 8.     ( ieneral.  E.  A.  E 

Waukesha  Co..  No.  33615,  \Y.  O.  Roberts.  . 


Aug.  18.     Ashland  Co.,  No.  33024.  T.  f.  Langhlin 

Price  &  Taylor  Cos..,  Xo.  33623,  A.  C.  Miller 
Sheboygan  Co..  Xo.  33620.  E.  Voight.  .  . 

Rusk  Co.,  Xo.  33619.  L.  E.  McGill 

Dunn  Co..  No.  33626,  E.  E.  Scherbel.  .  . 

J.  C.  Miller,  Xo.  3S^27 

Walworth    &    Kenosha.    No.    ^628,    C.    S. 

French   800  00 
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00 
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Chippewa  &  Clark,  No.  33629.  M.  C.  Bing.  350  00 

Waupaca  Co.,  No.  33(132,  R.  H.  Rowe 25  40 

Aug.  19.     General  (  E.  A.  E.  $200) 300  00 

Dane  Co.,  No.  33626,  H.  H.  Morgan 226  00 

Advertising,  No.  33637,  F.  P.  Lamoreaux.  .  25  00 
Columbia.   Marquette   &    Adams   Cos.,   No. 

33638,  C.  H.  Russell 35o  00 

( General,  No.  33639,  Hugh  Lewis.  ...,...:.  160  00 

Juneau  Co.,  No.  33640.  J.  T.  Hanson 250  00 

Aug.  20.     J.  R.  Keyes,  No.  33^77 4§  5° 

Advertising,  No.  33678.  C.  Bruderle 60  .00 

Juneau  Co.,  No.  33681.  J.  T.  Hanson 150  00 

Vernon,    Richland    &    Sauk    Counties,    No. 

33687,  G.  W.  Dart _     400  00 

Rock  Co..  Xo.  ;^,|S'S.  I  >■  Atwood,  Jr 50  00 

Clark  Co..  Xo.  33091  (  J.  H.  Franke  Si  25.00)  140  00 

Vshland  Co.,  Xo.  33692,  P.  Dormady 5°  °° 

(  )conto  Co.,  X".  33694,  M.  J.  Funielle 100  00 

Ashland  Co 15  0O 

Advertising.  Xo.  33720,  F.  W.  Dangers...  50  00 

Aug.  21.     Advertising.  No.  33696.  W.  C.  Bratz 27  66 

General,  receipt,   Peter  Deidrich 50  00 

General    227  08 

Waukesha  Co.,  Mo.  33716,  Harry  Bowman.  150  00 

Trempealeau  Co.,  No.  33717.  R.  S.  C'owie.  .  150  00 

Douglas  Co..  No.  33718.  J.  W.  Howey 50  00 

Green  Co.,  No.  3371').  R.  A.  Etter 100  00 

La  Crosse  Co.,  Xo.  3372],  Geo.  Gordan 200  00 

Manitowoc  Co.,  No.  33722,  C.  E.  Brady 5no  0O 

Columbia  Co.,  Xo.  33723,  J.  H.  Wells 200  00 

Shawano.  Xo.  33724.  F.  F.  Dolan 400  00 

Aug.  22.     E.  J.  Rogers,  No.  33726 300  00 

Grant  Co.,  No.  33727,  L.  H.  Stevens 300  00 

Washington  Co..  No.  33728.  W.  C.  Bratz.  .  100  00 

Sheboygan  Co..  Xo.  33729,  A.  O.  Heyer.  .  .  .  300  00 

Ozaukee  Co 2oo  00 

Waupaca  &  Waushara,  No.  33733,  R.  H. 

Rowe   •■  •  •  300  00 

General.  No.  33734.  C.  C.  Wayland 500  00 

Brown  Co.,  No.  33725,  L.  A.  Calkins 300  00 

Kewaunee  Co.,  No.  33739.  F.  H.  Eppling.  .  200  00 
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General    300  00 

Aug.  24.     Fond  (hi  Lac  Co 250  00 

Aug.  25.     Richland  Co..  No.  33/02,  G.  L.  Miner 300  00 

Richland  Co.,  No.  33764,  N.  L.  James 300  00 

Rock  Co.,  No.  33765,  D.  Atwood 100  00 

Advertising,  No.  33752,  W.  C.  Bratz 43  50 

Waushara  Co.,  No.  33757,  R.  H.  Rowe.  ...  21    15 

Taylor  (  ?)  Co..  No.  33753,  J.  Plivelich.  ...  35  00 
Aug.  26.     General,   E.   A.   E.    ($200.00,  $175.00  and 

$25.00)    400  oo 

Advertising 50  00 

Aug.  27.     Columbia  Co.,  No.  33802,  J.  B.  Marshall.  .  .  100  00 

Monroe  Co.,  No.  33815,  E.  W.  Hayes 50  00 

La  Crosse  Co.,  No.  33804,  Geo.  Gordon.  .  .  .  300  00 
Green   Lake,   Dunn   &   Fond    du    Lac,    No. 

33805,  L.  W.  Thayer 600  00 

City  of  Hartford,  No.  33801,  H.  H.  Smith.  100  00 

Green  Bay,  No.  33793,  Win.  Haslem 125  00 

Chippewa  Falls,  No.  33794,  G.  E.  Doe 200  00 

$35-715  42 

Aug.  27.     Baraboo,  No.  33796.  U.  C.  Keller Si 50  00 

Darlington,  No.  33797,  R.  E.  Orton 300  00 

Advertising,  No.  33778,  Max  Sells 25  00 

City  of  Phillips,  No.  33806,  James  Smith.  .  100  00 
City   of    Fond   du    Lac.    No.    33808.    R.    L. 

Morse.  $250.00    450  00 

General    75  00 

Neillsville    1 50  00 

Calumet  Co.,  No.  33817,  Frank  Eklund.  ...  25  00 

Waukesha  Co 50  00 

Aug.  28.     City  of  Oconto,  E.  A.  E.,  B.  Beyer 100  00 

Advertising,  E.  A.  E.,  W.  B.  Raymond.  ...  42  00 
Distributing  and  hanging  posters,  E.  A.  E., 

Wagner  &  Jennings 50  00 

Baraboo,  E.  A.  E.,  O.  L.  Gust 18  00 

Ashland,  No.  33826,  D.  G.  Sampson 100  00 

Advertising,  No.  33822,  C.  E.  Brady 200  00 

Dane  Co.,  E.  A.  E.,  A.  R.  Ames 50  00 
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Ozaukee  Co.,  No.  33825,  C.  (  >.  Larson 

City  of  Ashland.  E.  A.  K..  L.  F.  Johnstacl.  . 

Advertising,  No.  33827,  J.  M.  Reese 

Advertising,  E.  A.  E..  Rasmussen  Pub.  Co. 

General  (  E.  A.  E.  $15.00  &  $20.00) 

Advertising 

Distributing  and  hanging  posters,  E.  A.  E.. 

A.  W.   Barber 

Jefferson  Co 

Distributing  and  hanging  posters.  No.  33800. 

H.   Hilsenhofr    

Clark  Co.,  No.  3377^).  J.  H.  Frank 

Advertising    

City  of  Portage.  No.  33781,  J.  H.  Wells.  .  . 

Mediord,  No.  33782,  W.  Pflughoefft 

Rock  Co.,  No.  33783.  W.  J.  Wheeler 

General,  No.  33784.  Henry  Overbeck 

Portage  Co.,  No.  33785,  J.  1).  Curran 

Marshfield    

Distributing     and     hanging     posters.      No. 

33787,  Humphrey  &  Williams 

J.  T.  Sexton,  No.  33775 

Aug.  29.     Dane  Co 

Racine  Co.,  E.  A.  E..  J.  R.  Jones 

Barron  Co..  E.  A.  E..  A.  T.  1  lulbert 

(  )conto  Co.,  E.  A.  E..  Geo.  Beyers 

[owa  Co.,  E.  A.  E.,  J.  N.  Reese 

Middleton,  E.  A.  E.,  E.  F.  Scherbel 

A.ttg.  31.  Fond  du  Lac  Co.,  E.  A.  E..  R.  H.  Morse.  .  . 
Distributing  and  hanging  posters,  E.  A.  E., 

M\    P.    Edwards 

General    ( E.  A.   E.  $200  and  H.    Bowman 

$20)    

Eau  Claire  Co.,  E.  A.  E..  J.  T.  Joyce 

Advertising,  E.  A.  E.,  H.  H.  Morgan 

Jefferson  Co.,  E.  A.  E.,  Geo.  J.  Kispert.  .  .  . 
Distributing  and  hanging  posters,  E.  A.  E.. 

M.  T.  Park 

Taylor  Co.  (  ?),  No.  33854,  J.  Plivelich.  .  .  . 

J.  C.  Miller,  No.  33856 

Appleton,  E.  A.  E.,  C.  C.  Wayland 
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Chippewa  Co.  (  ?),  E.  A.  E.,  M.  C.  King.  .  .  125  00 

General  ¥2,  E.  A.  E.,  IX  H.  Grady 15  00 

Racine  Co.,  E.  A.  E.,  J.  R.  Jones i  50  00 

Advertising,  E.  A.  E..  C.  E.  Smith 56  co 

Ean  Claire  Co.,  E.  A.  E.,  A.  Johnstone.  ...  50  00 

Waupun,  E.  A.  E..  M.  E.  Rank 22  50 

Lancaster.  E.  A.  E.,  L.  H.  Stevens 200  00 

$42,333  '0 

Sept.    5     E.  H.  McMahon,  No.  33961,  in  full 300  00 

C.  M,  Hambright,  No.  33968.  in  full 300  00 

J.  C.  Miller.  No.  33970.  in  full 300  00 

Green    Lake    and   Waushara    Counties    No. 

33939,  C.  C.  Welleusgard 250  80 

General.  No.  33941.  E.  W.  Hayes.  $46  00 
General,   No.   33942.   T.    L   Sexton.  $60  30 

General,  No.  33949.  J.  Humphrey,  $60  15  166  45 

J.  R.   Keyes,  No.  33954 52  40 

General,  No.  3:?955.  W.  E.  Lowell 44  00 

Ozank.-e.  No.  33969.  C.  O.  Larson 254  80 

Manston.    No.    33959.   W.    J.    Fosshinder.  .  61  00 

Richland  Co..  No.  34000.  N.  L.  James....  200  00 

Kenosha  Co..  No.  34001.  Fred  Remold.  ...  Ill  05 

Milwaukee  Co.,  cash.  R.  J.  White. 150  00 

General.    No.     33953.     E.     A.     Hamalrath. 

$13  75    

General,  No.  33965.  L.  B.  Cox.  $50  00  and 

$30  27  94  02 

Racine  Co..  E.  A.  E..  J.  R.  Jones 183  50 

Fond  du  Lac  Co..  E.  A.  E..  E.  A.  Morse  27  00 

New  Medford,  E.  A.   E..  W.  Pflughoeft..  125  00 

Picket,  E.  A.  E..  W.  V.  Jones 30  00 

Appleton,  E.  A.  E..  G.  A.  Dettman 25  00 

Clark  Co.,  E.  A.  E..  J.  II.  Frank 225  00 

Sept.  11     Distributing  and  hanging  posters.  E.  A.  E.. 

J.   J.   Kanelling 14  75 

General.   E.  A.  E..  Hoober.  $64  86;  Win. 

Haleni.   $47  00:   Rock   Flint.   $80  00...  191    85 

Sept.  15     General,  No.  34045.  Henry  Overbeck 100  00 
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Iron  Co..  No.  34050,  A.  L.  Osbourne 154  00 

Winnebago  County,  No.  34048,  O.  T.  John- 
son      57  76 

Advertising,  No.  33047,  Sup.  Tidende 150  00 

Oconomowoc,    (?)    Waukesha,    No.    33044, 

A.  M.  Jones 150  0O 

Total    $46,052  29 

Expenses  in  Milwaukee  County  as  Reported  by  W.  R.  Knell.. 

Bills  paid  by  check. 
Check 

No. 

5     L.  Breithaupl  Printing  Co.,  printing $36  25 

8  John   Calahan,   rent 25  00 

9  L.  Briethaupt  Printing  Co 159  20 

10  Knell,  Prengel  &  Steltz  Co.,  cigars 29  50 

1 1  Saxe  Sign  Co.,  signs 24  35 

L2     H.  H.  West  Co.,  stationery 11   20 

13  Streissguth-Petran  Co.,  hajf-tones  &  cuts 25  65 

14  Laudon,   Electrotyping  Co.,  electros 14  70 

15  Remington  Typewriter  Co.,  rent 15  00 

ir>.    Siekert  &  Baum  Stationery  Co..  stationery 37  50 

13      The  Standard  Paper  Co.,  case  of  envelopes.  ...  26  24 

18     William  C.  Kruel  Co.,  rent 46  00 

4 

21  Standard  Paper  Co.,  case  of  envelopes 26  24 

22  David  C.  ( )wen,  25  M  2  cent  stamps 500  00 

26     F.  L.  Schneider,  distributing CO  00 

21      Keystone  Printing  Co.,  adv 15  00 

■-;,»     Edw.    Pepper,  distributing" 60  00 

30      Keystone  Printing  Co.,  100  M  sample  ballots.  .  .  125  00 

32  H.  Sperber,  advertising- 25  00 

33  Cream  City  Bill  Posting  Co.,  50-20  sheet  posters  130  00 

35  Seikert  &  Baum  Stationery  Co.,  stationery 5  35 

36  Standard  Paper  Co.,  case  of  envelopes 26  24 

37  Knell,  Prengel  &  Steltz  Co..  cigars 29  50' 

38  Tossberg  Advertising  Co.,  printing  letters 25  00 

39  S.  E.  Tate  Printing  Co.,  cards '. 15  00 

10     Streissguth-Petran  Co.,  cut 75 

41     Waukesha-Roxo  Co.,  water 3  68 
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42 

i:; 

44 
45 
47 
48 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 


i  i  1 2 
615 
619 
620 
629 
633 
638 


Schwaab  Stamp  &  Seal  Co.,  rubber  stamps 

P.  J.  Sullivan  on  a/c  distributing 

L.  Breithaupt  Printing-  Co.,  printing 

Juneau  Press,  Jewish  cards.  .' 

D.  C.  Owen,  50  M  1  cent  stamps 

D.  C.  Owen,  40  M  1  cent  stamps 

John  Calahan,   rent 

Rossberg  Adv.  Company,  printing  letters 

S.  E.  Tate  Printing  Co..  Slavonic  cards 

Benoy  Printing  Co..  advertising 

Remington  Typewriter  Co..  rent 

Waukesha  Roxo  Co.,  water  and  ice 

My  personal  Check : 

Lee  Merville,  exp.  West  Allis  Meeting 

Tones  Island  workers  on  primary  day  (2) 

Rambler  Garage  Co..  auto  hire 

S.E.Tate  Printing  Co..  Slavonic  cards  (2nd  lot) 

William  C.  Kruel  Co.,  1  chair  claimed  lost 

Knell.  Prengel  &  Steltz  Co.,  cigars 

Wisconsin  Telephone  Co.,  rental,  etc 
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$2,864  05 


L908. 
July 


1. 
2 

o 

4 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 

14. 


15. 


Cash  Disbursements. 

Exp.  to  Wausau  and  return,  two  persons. 

Exp.  acct.  of  organization 

Rent  of  headquarters,  two  months 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Window  screens    

Exp.  on  acct.  of  organization 

Wages  to  help,  week  ending  July  11th.  .  . 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Expense  one  man  to  attend  colored  picnic, 
Exp.  on  account  of  organization 


$21  60 

;  65 

150  00 
9  15. 

3  75 
15  20 

9  65 
14  90 

1  DO 

5  60 

1  ::, 

10  40 

20  00 

.->  80 

5  00 

18  70 


598      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

16.     Hammer  and  screw  driver,  etc 

<  iuse,  services 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

loon  postage  stamps 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

1  ].      Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

18.      Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

lit.     Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

20.  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

21.  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

The  Fowler  Towel!  Supply  Co 

22.  I  ,ivery    1 1  ire 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Wages  week  ending  July   18th 

23.  Livery  hire 

Tacks,  etc 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

24.  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Boy  omitted  from  last  pay  roll 

Tickets  for  Catholic  Forester  picnic 1    00 

Tickets  for  West  All  is  Firemen's  Tourna-.  . 

ment     1    00 

25.  (  >ne  man  to  Allis-Chalmers  picnic  at  Wau- 

kesha    

Livery  hire 

One  man  to  picnic  of  colored  church 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization  in  towns.  . 

27.  Roberts'  exp.  looking  up  Welsh  voters.... 

Car  tickets   

I  'ay  roll,  week  ending  July  25th 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

28.  J.   F.   I  [aunty,  distributing 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

29.  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Exp.    obtaining    signatures    to    nomination 

papers    

500  2  cent  stamps 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Wauwatosa  poll  lists  ( typewritten) 
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30.  Livery   hire    (  I    days) in  on 

Exp.  checking  poll  lists  of  city  of  Milwau- 
kee      130  00 

Exp.  account  of  organization 13  75 

31.  (  )ne  man  at  Welsh  picnic 5  00 

Street  car  tickets 1    00 

Expense  on  account  of  organization ;    00 

$1,255  26 

Aug.   1     Exp.  on  account  of  organization 13  85 

2  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 7  10 

3  Pay  roll   w.-ck  ending  August  1st 143  50 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 6  50 

4  Exp.    to    MeMahon 1  50 

Hammer,   etc 3  00 

Exp.    to    Cohen 1  50 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 9  40* 

5  Exp.   hilling  and  organizing   T.   of   Green- 

field       4;-!  95 

Exp.   to   Cohen   and   others 6  50 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 11  40 

0     Exp.  on  account  of  organization 7  35 

Exp.    to    one    toucher 50 

7  Exp.   on  account  of  organization 11  4J 

8  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 17  45 

9  Exp.   on   account  of  organization 32  10 

9     Exp.    to    McMahon 1  35 

10  Pay  roll  week  ending  August  8th 153  50 

Services  by  National  Quartette 10  00 

Exp.   on   account  of  organization 7  00 

1 1  Copying  IS  ward  poll  lists 10  00 

Exp.  to  II.  P.  K.  work  in  23  ward 4  00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 11  65 

1 2  City   directory 5  00 

Exp.  on   account   of  organization 17  30 

13  Exp.  to  F.  S.  tth  ward 2  00 

Exp.  to  old  soldier  for  frame 5  00 

Livery   hire    7  50 

Exp.    colored    voters   meeting 4  00 
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Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

14  Exp.  to  Roberts  looking  up  Welsh  voters.  . 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Touches  by  various  lesser  lights 

15  Expressman  taking  mail  to  P.  0 

Exp.   on   account   of  organization 

16  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

1 7  Telephone   calls    

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

Pay  roll,  week  ending  August  15 

18  Auto  hire    

Tickets  to  picnic  of  railway  trainmen 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

19  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

20  Tickets  to  picnic  of  electrical  workers  union 

Numerous   and  various  touches 

Exp.   on   account    of   organization 

21  Hall  rent.  West  Allis   meeting 

Exp.   with  delegation   of  railway  employes 
Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

22  Lively    hire    

Exp.  two  men  at  Jewish  picnic 

Exp.   on   account   of  organization 

23  Exp.  trip  through  Ghetto  (3  men  ) 

Livery   hire 

Tickets    for    Benevolent    Society 

Expressman,   hauling   mail 

Exp.   to    McMahon 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

24  Pay  roll,  week  ending  August  22d 

Exp.  picnic  at  Waukesha,  St.  Railway  em- 
ployes     

Tickets.  Co.  D.  Wis.  Natl  Guard 

Additional  pay  roll,  week  ending  August 
22d    

Adv.    colored    men's    papers 

Services  National  Quartette  (various  occa- 
sions)      

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 

2o     Touch  by  two  old  soldiers   


11  30 

2  00 

16  20 

3  50 
75 

17  40 
23  15 

1  50 
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Touch  by  two  "heelers" 2  0O 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization 17  40 

$2,526  41 

Aug.  26.     Advertising  Bartenders'   program    4  00 

Exp.  on  account  of  organization   22  30 

27.     Exp.  on  account  of  organization   18  70 

29.  Exp.  on  account  of  organization 17  65 

30.  Exp.  on  account  of  organization  31  15 

Tickets,  game  of  Milw.   Baseball  league.  2  00- 

Exp.  with  Phoenix  &  Liberty  Clubs 10  00 

Three  citizenship  papers  3  00 

Exp.  to  MeMahon    4  00 

Two  teams,  primary  day,  town  of  Green- 
field      12  00 

One  team,  primary  day.  town  of  AVauwa- 

tosa 7  00 

Exp.  to  ward  and  town  managers,  includ- 
ing conveyances,   primary  day  workers, 

etc "5. 833  00 

Exp.  to  Greek  manager  and  primary  day 

workers    110  00 

Exp.    to    Hebrew    manager    and    primary 

day  workers   45  00 

P.  J.  Sullivan,  balance,  distributing 70  00" 

Pinal  pay  roll   155  50 

Advertising.  Italian  paper  10  00' 

Towell  Brothers,  advertising   34  85 

Patterson   Typewriter  Co.,  letters,  etc....  118  45 

Advertising  in   colored   men's  paper 5  00 

E.  H.  Daniels  &  Co..  tacks,  etc 1  20 

Seikert  &  Baum  Stationery  Co 6  20 

Fowler  Towel  Supply  Co 1  00 

Advertising    aldermanic    ball    game    pro- 
gram     ' 15  00' 

Humphrey,    Welsh  primary,   day  workers 

(not  in  total)    20  0O 


"This  sum  was  not  expended  in  one  day.  but  was  gradually 
paid  out  to  the  various  ward  managers  as  the  work  progressed- 
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Auto  to  West  Allis  meeting  (Spehn) 8  00 

Wilson      Detective       Agency,       watching 

mail(?)     12  00 

Chas.  S.  McGinn,  distributing 75  00 

Keystone  Printing  Co.,  printing,  etc 60  75 


$9,239  16 
/.''  capitulation. 

Amount  disbursed  in  cash   $9,239  16 

Amount  disbursed  by  check  2.864  05 

$12  103  21 
( Jredits : 

Stamps  returned   to    P.   M $100  00 

Stamps  on   hand    17  80 

Envelopes  on    hand.   20i._,    M 12  30 

( !igars  on  hand (i  50 

L.   Breithaupl    Ptg.   Co no  oo 

Other  supplies   and  •  material    on 

hand  and  useable   (estimated).        20  00 

216  60 

Actual  and  net  amount  disbursed..  $11,886  61 

Amount    received    11,600  oo 

Disbursements  in  excess  of  receipts  $286  61 

Aug.   5      Pay  of  help  and  office  expense  from  July  1  $1,101  91 

Office   65  50 

Pay  roll    .' 211    40 

10     Office    132  00 

14  Office    16]    15 

15  Pay    roll    362  50 

is     Office    140  25 

22     Office    168  60 

Pay   roll    387  80 

25     Office    159  95 

2s     Office 161   15 

Pay  roll    365  85 

29     Pav   roll 142  75 
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3]     Office   104  75 

Sept.  5     Office    130  35 

Pay   roll    42  00 

Office    230  07 


Total $4,074  38 

Telephone. 

July  1  to  Aug.  4 $4  65 

Aug-.  5 30 

Aug.  18  1    60 

Aug.  is 1   05 

Aug.  19 2  25 

Aug.  1!).  No.  33645  73  55 

Aug.  24 80 

Aug.  24- ' 40 

Sept.  5.  No.  33937 156  40 

Sept.   5    14  65 

Sept.   5    35 


Telegraph  Expenses. 

From  Aug.  1  to  Sept.  8 

Aug.  5  

Aug.  13 

Aug.  19   

Aug:  24 

Sept.    5,W.  I.  Telegraph  Co..  No.  33936.. 

Sept.    9.  Sundry  telegrams    

Sept.  18.  W.  U.  Telegraph  Co.,  No.  33665.  . 


Postage  Stamps. 


$256  00 


$7 

45 

*:> 

1 

50 

1 

85 

30 

8 

53 

12 

Sh 

3 

67 

$37  00 


[•'rum  July  1st  to  August  4th.  cash $1,914  00 

Aug.     5,   cash    200  00 

Vug.     ; .  cash 200  00 

Aug.     8,  cash 200  00 

Aug.  10.  cash 200  00 
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Aug".   10,  cash 200  00 

Aug.   12,  cash 400  00 

Aug-.   1 1 .  cash 200  00 

Aug.   13,  cash 200  00 

Aug.   1 4.  cash GOO  00 

Aug.   1 .-».  cash 200  00 

Aug.    17,  cavli 200  00 

Aug.   ]  8,  cash 200  00 

Aug.    19,  cash loo  00 

Aug.  20,  cash 800  00 

Aug.   22,  cash GOO  00 

Aug.  V  1 .  cash 805  00 

Aug.   27,  cash ' 1,200  00 

Aug.   26,  cash 400  00 

Aug.   25,  cash 200  00 

Aug.  28,  cash 200  00 

Aug.   26.  cash 300  00 


$9,819  00 


Newspaper  Advertising. 

Aug.  1.     Sundry  advertising,  R.,  E.  B.  Usher $205  55 

Aug.  1.     Sundry  advertising,  K..  E.  1'..  Usher !)[  55 

Aug.  1.     Sundry  advertising,  R.,  E.  B.  Usher 107  50 

Au.-.  1.     Sundry  advertising,  R.,  E.  B.  Usher 92  30 

Aug.  1.  Minneapolis  Tidende,  C.  D.,  No.  93753...  563  79 

Aug.  1.     1 1.  Rasmussen,  cash 333  33 

Aug.  1.  Sundry  advertising.  No.  :;:;:;;:».  Usher....  73  05 

Aug.  1.     Sundry  advertising,  No.  33387,  Usher 250   70 

Au,-.  ;.   Neillsville  Times,   No.  3346] 50  00 

Au.-.  8.     Rasmussen  Publishing  Co.,  cash .!:;:!  33 

An--.  13.      Rusti inc.  No.  335  is 25  00 

Aug.  15.     Ranger.  No.  33580 ."><)  00 

Au-.  15.     Smith.  (  Iconto  Falls,  No.  33581 100  00< 

Aug.  is.     Rasmussen  Publishing  Co.,  cash 33:5  :;i 

Aug.  is.     Bailey,  No.  33625 200  00 

An--.  19.     Wis.  Agriculturist,  No.  33646 G3  00 

Aug.  19.     Superior  Tidende,  No.  33654 75  00 

An--,  lit.     Minneapolis  Tidende,  No.  33658 1,000  00 

Aug.  22.  The  Koch  Advertising  Agency,  No.  :13;55.  302  9] 
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The  Koch  Advertising  Agency,  NO.  33772.  3,000  00 

Narden  Tribune,  No.  33851/ 20  00 

Daily  Jewish  Courier.  No.  33908 150  no 

The  Kuryer  Publishing  Co.,  No.  33915..  .  250  00 

Wis.  Agriculturist,   No.   33934 475    tl 

Minneapolis  Tidende,  No.  33938 24  00 

Richland  Rustic.  No.  33923 L2  90 

Marshfield  Times.  No.  33951 15  00 

River   Falls   Times.   No.   33956 14  70 

Coch  Advertising"  Agency.  No.  34027....  3,304   11 

Minneapolis  Journal,  No.  34030 100  00 

Minneapolis  Tidende.   No.   34029 540  00 

Sundry  advertising.  No.  33496,  Usher.  ...  5  00 

Sundry  advertising.  R.,  Usher inn  on 

Sundry  advertising.  No.  33756,  Usher.  ...  4   00 

Sundry  advertising.  No.  34026 156  40 

Sundry  newspapers 270  00 

VValdbote  1  80 


Aug. 

26. 

Aug. 

34. 

Sept. 

15. 

Sept. 

5. 

Sept. 

5. 

Sept. 

5. 

Sept. 

."). 

Sept. 

5. 

Sept. 

5. 

Sept. 

14. 

Sept. 

14. 

Sept. 

14. 

Aug. 

10. 

Aug. 

24. 

Aug. 

25. 

Sept. 

14 

Aug. 

1. 

An-    22. 


$12,696  76 


Sundry  Bills. 

July  31     Wis.   Agriculturist,   R 760  25 

Wis.  Agriculturist,  C.  D.  No.  93676 362  42 

Evening  Wisconsin.   No.    33255 419  50 

Kreul  Company,  No.  33256 140  49 

Underwood  Typewriter  Co.,  No.  33257.  ...  4  00 

C.  C.  Patterson.  No.  33258 46  50 

Fowler  Manufacturing  Co..  No.  33259.  ...  6  00 

Saxe  Sign  Co.,  No.  33260 1  50 

Capital  Reliance  S.  &  S.  Co.,  No.  33261. . .  3  85 

Wells  Power  Co..  No.  33262 88 

Wells  Building  Co..  No.  33263 90  88 

Telephone  Company,  No.  33264 35  00 

Standard  Paper  Company.  No.  33265 93  75 

Siekert  &  Baum,  No.  33266 5  40 

West  Company,  No.  33267 4  50 

Austin    6  85 

Whitehead  &  Hoague.  N.  D.  No.  343069.  .  502  25 
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C.  C.  Patterson.  No.  33399 31  25- 

A.   A.    Hiown.  No.  33398 3  7.") 

Telephone  Company,  No.  33397 1  00 

Hammersmith.    No.    33396. 5  75 

Sullivan   Printing  Co..   No.  33395 4     0 

Smith    Premier  Co..   No.  33394 (i  40 

Standard   Paper  Co.,   No.  33393 16  85 

Van  de  Kamp  ,v.  borberter,  No.  33392....  290  00 

Krenl  Company,  No.  33391 27  30 

Siekert  &  Baum,  No.  33390 20  00 

Wis.  Agriculturist,  C.  D.  No.  93790 338  52 

An-.  10     T.    11.   (ioldnor.   Nd.   :!34!>4 14  00 

i:>     Johnson    24  50 

18     P.  P.  Smith,  No.  33621 28  on 

1!»      11.   M.   Allm.   No.  33641 12  55 

P.    M.    Pederer.    No.    33642 42  00 

P.   Breithaupt,   No.   33643 660  00 

Nee  Ska   Pa.  No.  :!3ti44 7   25 

Vahr  &  bange,   No.  33(147 4  75 

11.  .1.   Paas.  No.  33648 10  (to 

P.  A.  Meyer,  No.  3364!) 9  00 

Milwaukee  Drug  Co..  No.  3:5650 3  83 

A.   A.   Brown.  No.  33651 28  00 

11.  IP  West  Co..  No.  33652 20  80 

.loin i    V.    Deuni.   No.   33653 5  00 

Fowler  Mfg.  P....  No.  33655 1    50 

Pree    Press.    No.    33656 45 

C.  P.  Patterson,  No.  33657 14  75 

Keystone    Printing   Co..    No.    33659 53  00 

Mandel  Engraving  Co..  No.  33660 278  35 

Standard  Paper  Co.,  No.  33661 3  55 

Meyers  News  Bureau.   No.  .13362 49  40 

Wells  Building  Co..  No.  33663 105  00 

Underwood  Typewriter  Co..  No.  33664 4  00 

Gimbel  Brothers,  No.  33666 45 

G.  V.  Bush.  X.  I).  No.  343238 12  00 

Van  de  Kamp  &  Larberter.  No.  33667.  .  .  .  775  50 

Bowron  &  Murray  Co..  No.  33668 22  40 

Kreul    ( lompany,    No.    33669 118  25 
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Whithead  &  Hoag,  X.  D.  No.  343239.....  110  10 

Siekert  &   Bauni.   No.  33670 35  32 

Aug.  19     L.  S.  Jackson.  No.  3:5(1;  1   1  00 

25  Anderson  Printing  Co.,  No.  33754 141  00 

Stauffacher,  No.  33758 9  50 

The  Courier  Printing  Co.,  No.  33759 30  00 

26  Herald  Printing-  Co.,  No.  33774 17  50 

N.  Jeray,  No.  33855 11  00 

Sept.    5      II.  M.  Allen,  No.  33904 11  75 

A.  A.  Brown,  No.  33905 44  5(1 

Cream  City  Bill  Posting  Co.,  No.  33906  ...      .  351  00 

Dever  Bros..  No.  33907   95  73 

Fowler  Mfg.  Co..  No.  33909 75 

T.  J.  A.  ( rriffiths,  No.  33910 60  00 

A.  A.  1  [ume,  No.  3391  1   1 1  10 

C.  B.  Henschel,  No.  33912 200  00 

Keystone  Printing  Co.,  No.  33913 278  00 

Krenl  Co..  No.  33914 <  50 

I.  N.  I.ederer,  No.  33916 18  75 

Whitehead  &  Hoag,  No.  33935 356  97 

L.  A.  Meyer  Co..  No.  33917   75 

Mandel  Engraving  Co.,  No.  33918 65  70 

Meyers  News  Service  Co.,  No.  33919 <»  (in 

Nee  Ska  Ra,  Xo.  33924 8  00 

Parsons  Printing  Co..  Xo.  33921 I'-l  50 

Hotel  Pfister  (cigars  ).  Xo.  33922 :<»  7<> 

Siekert  &  Baum,  Xo.  33925 14  55 

S.  E.  Tate  Ptg.  Co.,  No.  33926 43  25 

Underwood  Typewriter  Co.,  Xo.  33928  ....  4  00 

Union  R.  &  C.  Co..  Xo.  33929 3  00 

Van  de  Kamp  &  Larberter,  No.  331)30 641  15 

Wells  Building  Co.,  No.  33931 .  12  80 

Wells  Power  Company,  No.  33932 16  34 

West  Side  Printing  Co.,  No.  33933 3  50 

C.  A.  Eastman.  Xo.  33940 :  50 

S.  E.  Tate  Ptg.  Co.,  Xo.  33947   6  50 

Kewaunee  Printing  Co.,  No.  33948 15  00 

Fond  du   Lac   County   names.   No.    33950, 

II.  T.  Sackett 60  00 


16 

;:. 

72 

00 

6 

50 

210 

02 
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Sundry  Advertising,  Cash 

P.  B.  Haver  Ftg.  Co.,  No.  3395/   

Smith  Premier  Co.,  No.  33962 

Sundries  (part  No.  33963  Wells  Co.,  $3.26) 

$8,662.28 


Circulating  Nomination  Papers. 

Aug.  8     V.  II.  Janda,  No.  33475 

F.  Eklund,  No.  :>:!  I.e. 

T.  Salverspn,  No.  33  1.1   

L.  A.  Weikel,  No.  33478 

T.  (,.  Mayer,  No.  33479 

S.  A.  Holdridge,"  No.  33480  (not  cashed) 

W.  F.  Frook,  No.  33481   

(  ).  I).  Brace,  No.  33482 

j.  P.  Mallory,  No.  33483 

Van  Ih  mt an.  No.  33049  


$3 

55 

7 

56 

6 

00 

2 

00 

3 

00 

25 

5 

00 

3 

00 

1 

00 

9 

50 

$40  86 


Express. 

Aug.  13     American,  No.  3354  I   $16  86 

14     i  rnited  State-.  No.  33550  22  90 

20     United  States.  No.  33682 31  28 

25      American.    No.    33763 10  70 

United  States.  No.  33760 ('>  85 

28     United  States.  No.  33823   1"  86- 

American.  No.  33859 8  38 

Sept.    5     American.  No.  33903   10  42 

United  States,  No.  33921?   48  62 

$235  81 
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Sundries,  Small. 

July     7     Traveling  expenses  $22  63 

Sundries 1  ,)( ' 

Miller (i  75 

8     Sundries    4  30 

Sundries    8  25 

Traveling  expenses  22  40 

Sundries    2  50 

Sundries     1    ()<) 

Rowe,    % 3  50 

Cigars    .' 10  75 

Traveling  expenses   11  30 

10     Sundries     9  20 

Kenosha 9  50 

Traveling  expenses    17  05 

20  Sundries    6  30 

21  Beach    6  15 

23  Johnson    12  50 

24  Sundries 4  30 

Reilly 15  00 

Traveling  expenses   4  60 

Sundries    33  00 

25  Sundries    ./ 7  01 

Madison 26  76 

Sundries    15 

31     Sunderniann    2  35 

Aug.     1     Sundries    , 11  45 

Sundries    18  95 

Traveling  expenses  11  95 

Sundries    1  30 

5  Sundries 4  20 

6  Ashland   27  75 

Sundries    ' .  . .  .  11  25 

10     Traveling  expenses   11  05 

Meyer 3  00 

13  Eklnnd.  No.  33545    1  00 

14  Traveling  expenses,  No.  33551  (Lambeck)  10  95 
Coblentz,  No.  33552 10  00 

17  F.  R.  Huth.  No.  33561 5  00 

Howe    2  00 

18  Livery    2  00 

39 
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Sundries _.  .  S  40 

Pfister   (cigars)    4  40 

Sundries    1  50 

Traveling  expenses,  No.  33622  (Lambeck)  28  04 

Northup,  No.  33631 25  00 

19     Sundries    9  30 

2u     Langemark  (2  checks.  No.  33680  and  No. 

33676)    " 5  00 

Bradley.  No.  33684  5  00 

O'Brien.  No.  33690  15  00 

Traveling  expenses  29  90 

22     Traveling  expenses  38  GG 

McDonald.  No.  33751   2  50 

Traveling  expenses  50  00 

24  Hotel  Meyer.  Janesville   17  50 

Railway  fare 11  20 

Cigars 4  00 

Sundries    12  25 

Cigars    2  00 

Sundries    16  00 

Traveling  expenses   6  05 

25  Thompson,  No.  33761  7  00 

27     Johnson    1  25 

Sept.     5      Traveling  expenses   19  90 

Sundries    20  00 

Berlin  A.  &  I.  Assn.  No.  33946 150  00 

Malone,  No.  33943 3  00 

Sundries.  No.  33944  (Lambeck)   33  65 

Waters,  No.  33945 2  00 

Traveling  expenses  42  45 

Hill   25  00 

Traveling  expenses 31  40 

O'Neill    22  50 

Sundries    12  70 

6     Sundries    ■   5  40 

8     Sundries    8  00 

15     Wright  Drug  Co..  No.  34046 5  00 

Traveling  expenses   113  14 

Sundry  expenses   250  00 

Total $1,420  63 
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Oct.    16     Hotel  bills $10  70 

J.  B.  Beach,  No.  34274 150  00 

Republican  Parmer,  No.  34275 10  25 

I,.  E.  Evans.  No.  34276 79  75 

Platteville  Journal.  No.  34277   ' 1  50 

Republican  Observer,  No.  34278 3  25 

Remington  Co.,  No.  34279 4  00 

Wells  Power  ( to.,  No.  34280 : . .  35 

Sentinel  ( to.,  No.  34281   1  05 

Wisconsin  Telephone  Co.,  No.  34282 105  39 

J.  R.  Grey,  No.  34283 52  75 

E.  II.  Hamelrath,  No.  34284 13  00 

W.  Wilson.  No.  34285 70  00 

Evening  Wisconsin,  No.  34286 50 

E.  J.  Rogers.  No.  34287 131  79 

E.  J.  Kempf,  No.  34288 42  75 

W.  E.  Powell,  No.  34289 50  00 

Saxe  Sign  Co..  No.  34290 1  50 

T.  J.  Sexton.  No.  34291 171  10 

Rigister  and  Friend.  No.  34293 2  80 

J.  B.  Marshall,  No.  34294 65  00 

Marion  Advertiser.  No.  34295    25  00 

Randolph  Advance.  No.  34296 2  38 

R,  Rowe,  No.  34287 48  34 

Sun  Republic,  No.  34298 20  00 

J.  Smith.  No.  34299 112  50 

A.  Hudson,  Xo.  34300 .'.  .  6  50 

M.  North  up.  No.  34301 ,. .  20  00 

Tate  Printing  Co.,  No.  34382 6  50 

F.  R.  Iluth.  No.  34303 60  00 

G.  Arnett,  No.  34304 30  00 

Kewaunee  Printing  Co.,  No.  34305  76  20 

Wisconsin  Agriculturist,  No.  34306 420  21 

Nee  Ska  Ra,  No.  34307 6  00 

Wells  Power  Co.,  No.  34308 17  05 

Anderson  Publishing  Co.,  No.  34309 266  20 

Wayne  Smith.  No.  34358 75  00 

F.  Parsons,  No.  34359 6  00 

L.  Barney,  No.  34360 2  00 

C.  D.  Smith.  No.  34362 112  00 

J.  Ratz.  No.  34361 1  50 


60 

00 

5 

00 

5 

00 

286 

61 

57 

39 

25 

00 

10 

00 

3 

00 

10 

57 

42 

00 

200 

00 

203 

27 
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0.  L.  Gust.  No.  34373 

Lew  Ryerson,  No.  34372 

American  Citizen,  cash 

W.  R.  Knell.  No.  34357 

Gary.  Upham  &  Black,  R 

F.  H.  Bulger,  No.  34327  

Catholic  Sentinel.  No.  34374 

L.  Barney.  No.  34422  

Western   Union,  No.  34428   

Sasket,  No.  34420 

L.  H.  Stevens,  No.  34591  

Sundries   

$3,188  65 

Summary. 

General  expenses  in  organizing  state  $46,052  29 

Milwaukee  county 11.600  00 

( >ffice  expense   4.074  38 

Telephone    256  00 

Telegraph    37  00 

Postage  stamps    9,819  00 

Newspaper  advertising   12,696  76 

Sundry   bills   8,662  28 

Nomination  papers   40  86 

Express    bills    235  87 

Sundry,  small 1.420  63 

Bills  after  September  1st  3.188  65 

$98,083  72 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION,      613 


Madison,  Wis..  February  25,  1909. 
9  o'clock  A.  M. 

Hearing  resumed. 

All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  In  order  that  there  may  be  doubt  about  having 
witnesses  here,  and  in  order  to  have  at  least  a  general  plan  for 
the  investigation  to  proceed  along-,  I  want  to  move'  that  in  pur- 
suance of  some  general  plan,  the  general  managers  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Govern,  William  L.  Essman,  Clem  Host,  Charles  Kaempfer,  and 
also  the  general  managers  of  Senator  Hatton,.  consisting  of 
W.  II.  Dick.  C.  K.  Lush.  W.  J.  McElroy  and  William  Powell, 
and  also  the  general  managers  of  Mr.  Cook,  consisting  of  Will- 
iam Cowling  and  Peter  J.  Koehler,  be  subpoenaed  forthwith. 

I  suggest  that  because  there  may  be  a  number  of  those  that 
will  be  short,  not  take  long,  and  it  may  be  that  the  accounts 
which  they  will  tile  will  be  sufficient,  and  they  may  not  be  suf- 
ficient. We  cannot  tell  who  we  will  want  to  examine.  The 
idea  being  to  spread  out  before  the  committee  the  conduct  of  all 
the  general  managers  first.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  in  ac- 
cord with  the  particular  plan  of  anyone,  or  that  anyone  has  anv 
other  plan  that  might  be  better  than  that.  I  would  make  that 
as  a  motion,  and  that  the  clerk  be  directed  to  issue  the  subpoenas, 
and  have  them  served. 

The  Chairman:  That  will  necessitate  abandoning  the  exam- 
ination of  the  Stephenson  matter  at  this  time. 

Mr.  ingalls:  I  do  not  mean  to  abandon  it  until  the  whole 
matter  is  before  us  here.  I  do  not  mean  to  abandon  the  Stephen- 
son matter  farther  than  when  we  get  to.  for  instance,  counties 
and  local  sub-managers,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing,  my  idea  being 
that  we  would  be  in  better  shape  to  determine  just  where  and 
in  what  particular  localities  and  counties  we  wanted  to  proceed. 
If  we  wanted  to  segregate  anybody — I  don  't  know  that  we  do — 
if  we  had  the  facts  before  us,  in  the  line  of  the  suggestion  about 
filing  the  accounts,  all  of  them,  I  do  not  think  that  it  will  take 
very  much  time,  if  we  have  the  witnesses  here. 
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Mi-.  Bray:     I  had  a  talk  with  Senator  Marsh  in  regard  to  the 

general  plan  of  procedure,  and  we  agreed  I  would  like  to  have 
the  senator  correct  me  it'  1  am  wrong — providing  the  other  mem- 
bers were  willing,  and  in  justice  to  all  the  senatorial  candidates. 
that  it  would  nnt  he  proper  to  take  up  Senator  Stephenson's  and 
run  it  through,  and  perhaps  have  the  time  expire  without  having 
the  other  candidates  investigated.  That  we  might  devote  this 
week  to  -Mr.  Edmonds  and  his  managers,  and  next  week  to  other 
managers;  and  then  from  that  time  proceed  That  was  in  jus- 
tice in  all  the  candidates,  and  so  that  our  time  might  not  expire 
with  having  one  candidate  investigated  and  the  others  let  alone. 
tc  the  chairman")      Isn't  that  your  understanding ? 

The  Chairman:  No.  not  exactly.  I  understood  that  was 
your  suggestion,  hut  I  suggested  that  perhaps  that  better  he 
talked  over  with  the  committee. 

Mr.  Bray:  T  understood  you  thai  yon  were  favorable  to  that, 
anyway. 

Motion  read.) 

Mr.  Whitman:  (to  Mr.  [ngalls)  Your  idea  is  to  get  each 
candidate  to  show  his  expense,  as  he  should  have  done  by  the 
law  .  on  tiling  his  expenses  ? 

Mi',  llanilirecht  :  Before  going  into  the  details  as  to  any  one 
candidate. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  And  in  addition  they  ought  to  he  subpoenaed 
forthwith  so  that  you  haven't   got   to  wait. 

Mr.  Whitman:  And  in  the  subpoenaes  to  say  that  they  come 
with  all  those  papers,  so  that  we  won't  he  delayed. 

Senator  Ilusting:  Here  is  the  situation  in  my  opinion.  My 
understanding.  and  I  thought  it  was  the  understanding  of  the 
committee,  was  that  we  were  going  to  investigate  Mi'.  Stephen- 
son first,  because  he  is  a  candidate  before  the  legislature  for 
United  States  senator,  and  it  is  of  the  first  importance,  there- 
fore, that  he  he  absolved  from  the  charges  made,  or  that  they  be 
substantiated.  Of  course,  that  cannot  he  done  unless  this  in- 
vestigation as  to  him  is  finished.  T  was  of  the  opinion  that  if 
more  time  was  consumed  than  a  fail'  share  of  the  time  allotted 
by  the  legislature  to  make  this  investigation,  that  then  there 
would  he  an  enlargement  of  the  time,  so  as  to  permit  an  investi- 
gation of  the  others.     Xow.  if  this  suggestion  that  has  come  in 
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here  is  to  interfere  with  that  program  I  object  to  it  for  that  rea- 
son. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  All  I  have  to  say  as  to  that  is  this:  Of  course, 
the  investigation  is  not  entirely  as  to  Stephenson,  or  anybody 
else;  and  1  believe  that  this  idea  will  not  consume  any  great 
length  of  time.  After  we  get  everything  before  us,  it  is  very 
natural  that  Mr.  Stephenson's  is  the  first  one  that  is  gone  into; 
but  I  thought  this,  as  a  preliminary  matter,  ought  to  be  done. 

The  Chairman:  You  concede  that  it  is  of  more  importance 
that  Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign  should  be  gone  into  than  the 
others .' 

Mr.  Ingalls:  There  is  a  double  reason  for  him;  and  as  to  the 
others  it  is  a  general  reason. 

Mr.  Bray:  The  idea  is.  we  have  until  the  15th  of  March,  as 
it  stands  now.  to  conduct  the  investigation,  and  I  don't  think  to 
put  in  all  of  the  time  on  one  candidate  would  be  hardly  fair. 

Senator  Husting:  It  would  be  absurd  to  go  into  a  quarter 
of  the  investigation  on  each. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     That  would  not  be  fair  at  all. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  We  might  have  to  have  an  extension  of 
time. 

Senator  Morris:  The  effect  of  concluding  the  examination 
of  Mr.  Stephenson  this  week  would  be  to  conclude  it  just  at 
the  time  we  are  getting  at  the  facts. 

Mi'.  Ingalls:     We  do  not  propose  to  conclude  it. 

Senator  Morris:  Now.  under  the  motion  yesterday,  which 
was  adopted  here,  the  general  managers  have  been  asked  to  file 
accounts:  and  even  the  county  managers.  Now,  Mr.  Lush,  for 
.Mr.  Ilatton.  has  tiled  his  account.  Mr.  McGovern  has  filed  an 
itemized  statement  from  his  books.  If  there  is  any  item  in 
those  accounts  that  we  care  to  examine  him  on  we  can  do  it. 
The  fact  is  that  Senator  Stephenson  is  the  only  candidate  win. 
is  rapping  at  the  door. 

Mr.  Bray:     What  do  you  mean  by  "rapping  at  the  door 

Senator  Morris:     Asking  something. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  thought  you  meant  asking  for  an  investigation; 
clamorous  for  it. 

Senator  Morris:  I  think  he  is  asking  for  an  investigation; 
but  he  is  the  only  man  that  is  asking  something  of  the  legisla- 
ture. 

Mr.  Brav:     I  am  not  sure  of  that. 
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Mr.  Hambreeht :     I  am  not  either. 

Senator  Morris:  It  was  upon  the  investigation  of  Senator 
Stephenson's  expenses  that  this  was  started.  The  others  will 
have  to  be  investigated,  of  course,  but  if  we  have  to  cut  off 
<mr  work  at  any  point  I  say.  frankly,  let  us  finish  Mr.  Stephen- 
son's campaign  in  any  event,  and  we  ought  to  finish  it  before 
we  take  up  anything  else. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Well,  the  only  answer  I  have  to  that  is  this: 
That  the  investigation  here  has  a  double  purpose.  That  is.  as 
long  as  it  is  going  to  be  without  specific  charges,  or  specific 
complaints,  it  has  a  double  purpose.  It  interests  Senator 
Stephenson,  and  it  interests  the  public  generally  so  far  as  legis- 
lation is  concerned.  Irrespective  of  the  resolution,  that  is  the 
effect  of  it.  Now.  these  campaign  managers,  and  their  dis- 
tribution, and  the  men  to  whom  they  distributed,  should  all 
lie  laid  before  us;  if  for  no  Other  purpose  to  see  whether  OB 
nut  they  all  pursued  the  general  plan,  to  start  with.  Then 
of  course  it  may  be  very  natural  to  proceed  and  investigate 
Senator  Stephenson's  detail  on  that  first.  But  I  think  we 
ought  tu  have  that  all  before  us.  These  witnesses  may  come 
with  accounts  that  are  satisfactory,  but  we  ought  to  have  them 
here  so  that  we  can  call  them   if  we  want  them. 

Mi-.  Whitman:  A.1  least,  they  ought  to  be  compelled  to  tile 
their  expense  accounts. 

The  Chairman:  That  has  been  don< — I  mean,  they  have  been 
ordered  to. 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  know,  but  that  might  not  be  sufficient. 
We  oughi  to  have  them  here  with  their  expense  accounts,  so  that 
if  there  was  anything  that  was  not  gone  into  in  detail  we  could 
take  a  short  time  to  run  it  over,  and  have  them  do  so.  as  we 
did  with   Mr.  Saeketl   and  Mr.   Puelicher  yesterday. 

Senator  Morris:  I  take  it  that  in  a  day  or  two  we  will  have 
these  accounts  here. 

Mr.  "Whitman:  We  could  have  had  Mr.  Stephenson's  ac- 
count, but  it  wouldn't  have  done  us  any  good  without  some 
explanation  along  with  it;  at  least,  it  wouldn't  have  been  as 
beneficial  to  us. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  I  thought,  from  the  wording  of  the  resolu- 
tion, that  we  were  to  investigate  all  of  the  candidates.  While, 
as  a   matter  of  fact,  in  the  consideration  of  the  committee  Mr. 
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Stephenson  may  be  most  concerned,  yet  our  instructions  are 
to  investigate  the  "manner,  means  and  method  by  which  tin- 
recent  primary  election  is  claimed  to  have  been  unlawfully  and 
corruptly  conducted."  I  think  we  ought  to  investigate  along 
the  lines  that  Mr.  Ingalls  suggests.  Of  course,  by  the  15th  of 
March  we  may  have  got  only  through  with  Mr.  Stephenson's 
account,  and  we  would  not  have  the  basis  to  make  an  intelli- 
gent report  to  the  legislature.  I  disagree  with  Senator  Exist- 
ing. We  .started  with  all  the  candidates.  T  think  the  next 
logical  subject,  except  in  certain  exceptions  here  and  there, 
would  be  to  take  all  the  managers,  and  then  we  are  going  to 
have  a  comparative  result  as  Ave  go  along.  I  would  favor  the 
motion  for  that  reason. 

Senator  Husting:  What  is  the  object  of  having  comparative 
results  ? 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  We  .cannot  make  an  intelligent  report 
without   it. 

Mr.    Ingalls:     Suppose    they    all    pursued   the    same    system? 
Senator  Husting:     That  wouldn't  have  any  effect  on  the  in- 
vestigation. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     To  let   us  know  what  they  have  all  been  doing. 
Mr.  Hambrecht:     "Time"  may  be  called  on  us. 
Mr.  Bray:     Why  should  we  want  to  investigate  Stephenson 
solely  and  exclusively  and  really  neglect  the  others  .' 

Senator  Husting:  I  do  not  want  to  neglect  a  single  candi- 
date, but  as  I  stated  before.  1  understood  that  we  were  agreed, 
all  the  gentlemen  were  agreed,  to  this  proposition  :  That  in  as- 
much  as  he  was  the  candidate  for  the  Tinted  States  senate  be- 
for  the  legislature,  and  in  order  to  let  the  legislature  know 
where  it  stands,  whether  they  wanted  to  elect  Stephenson,  or 
turn  him  down,  that  he.  as  well  as  everyone  else  should  be 
anxious  to  settle  that  proposition:  and  then,  if  the  time  has  not 
expired,  go  into  an  examination  of  the  other  candidates  for 
United  States  senator.  Everyone  knows,  as  a  matter  of  com- 
mon knowledge,  that  the  election  of  a  United  States  senator  is 
hanging  in  the  balance,  waiting  to  a  certain  extent  upon  the 
outcome  of  this  investigation.  Now.  it  seems  to  me  his  friends, 
and  he  himself — 

Mr.  Ingalls:      (interrupting)      Don't  you  think  it  would  be 
a  matter  of  valuable  information  to  the  members  of  the  legisla- 
40 
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ture  who  are  supporting  Mr.  Cook  or  Mr.  McGovern  to  know 
that  the  same  general  plan  was  pursued  by  each  .' 

Senator  Ilusting:  It  would  be.  if  they  were  candidates  be- 
fore the  legislature. 

Mr.  Ingalls :     Wouldn't  it  be  of  importance? 

Senator  Husting:  Time  is  not  of  the  essence  on  that  propo- 
sition. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Y<>n  are  speaking  of  a  member  of  the  legisla- 
ture voting  on  the  subject:  it  would  be  of  importance  to  him 
to  know  that  fact. 

Senator  Husting:  If  he  was  a  candidate  before  the  leirisla- 
ture  that  would  be  different. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  They  are  voting  for  Hatton  aid  Cook  and  Mc- 
<  rovern. 

Senator  Husting:  Doesn't  the  gentleman  understand  the 
great  difference  between  Mi-.  Cook's  position  and  Mr.  Stephen- 
son's? Mr.  Stephenson  is  the  primary  nominee  and  Cook  is 
not. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  there  is  one  vote. each  lor  Mr.  Cook 
and  Mr.  McGovern.  It  is  a  question  whether  we  want  to  in- 
form him. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  We  started  out  with  calling  all  the  can- 
didates. If  we  had  started  out  on  Stephenson  alone,  it  would 
lie  different. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  Did  Stephenson  procure  his  election  by 
fraud  .'  If  so,  he  must  have  defrauded  Mr.  Cook  or  some  of  the 
other  candidates.  The  effect  of  his  fraud  was  its  effect  upon 
them.  Now.  it  il  is  shown  that  they  have  pursued  the  same 
tactics  he  might  not  have  committed  any  fraud  against  them 
at  all. 

Senator  Husting:  That  would  have  no  bearing  on  the  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  Whitman:  It  certainly  would.  Here  are  four  candi- 
dates in  the  election.  If  Stephenson  fraudulently  defeated 
these  other  gentlemen,  that  is  the  point.  That  is  what  it  means 
"by  securing  his  election  by  fraud.'' 

Senator  Husting:  It  seems  to  me  to  branch  off  into  an  in- 
vestigation of  the  other  candidates  leads  to  confusion  and  in- 
completeness. 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  do  not  see  why  every  candidate  should  not 
come  in  here  and  at  least  tile  his  expense  account. 
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Senator  Husting:     I  agree  with  you. 
Mr.  Whitman:     Why  don't  they  do  it? 
Senator  Husting:     I  think  they  have. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Here  we  will  have  their  expense  accounts, 
and  if  there  is  anything  we  don't  understand  we  can  classify 
it.  like  we  did  yesterday.  I  see  no  reason  why  they  should  be 
exempt  from  filing  their  expense  accounts,  and  coming  before 
us  with  them. 

The  Chairman:  I  would  like  to  ask  the  assembly  members 
of  the  committee,  or  that  portion  of  them  who  wish  to  abandon 
the  Stephenson  investigation  now,  whether  they  think  the  leg- 
islature is  more  anxious  to  know  promptly  whether  Stephen- 
son's campaign  was  properly  conducted  or  to  know  promptly 
whether  MeGovern's  campaign,  or  Cook's,  or  Ilatton's?  It  is 
conceded  that  there  is  a  double  purpose  for  investigating 
Senator  Stephenson's  campaign.  First,  the  same  as  it  is  with 
the  others,  to  determine  what  method  was  pursued,  in  the  hope 
that  some  legislation  may  be  enacted  which  will  better  the  sit- 
uation: and  second — perhaps  I  have  not  them  in  the  right  or- 
der— to  determine  whether  or  not  Senator  Stephenson  was  Law- 
fully nominated,  or  whether  he  obtained  his  nomination  by 
fraud.  We  have  to  go  up  there  in  joint  session  every  day 
from  now  on  to  vote  on  the  question  of  the  United  States  sena- 
torship;  and  I  want  to  know  if  there  is  a  member  of  this  com- 
mittee who  believes  that  it  is  not  more  important  from  day  to 
day  for  the  legislature  to  know  whether  or  not  fraudulent 
methods  were  pursued  in  Senator  Stephenson's  nomination. — 
whether  it  is  not  more  important  to  know  that  from  day  to  day, 
from  now  on.  than  whether  or  not  one  of  these  other  gentle- 
men, who  is  not  claimed  to  be  entitled  to  our  vote,  on  the  prim- 
ary election.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  so  clear  that  there  cannot 
be  any  difference  of  opinion  on  it. 

Mr.  Bray:  Do  you  think  there  is  any  chance  for  the  leg- 
islature electing  Stephenson  before  Ave  hand  in  our  report? 

Senator  Marsh:  I  think  a  great  many  gentlemen  believe 
there  is.  and  there  is  an  effort  being  made  to  do  that.  I  have 
enough  confidence  in  the  judgments  of  the  members  of  the 
legislature,  however,  to  believe  that  a  majority  will  not  vote 
for  him  before  that  time. 

Mr.  Bray:     Then  your  point  loses  its  affect. 
Senator  Marsh  :     Not  if  I  am  right. 
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Mr.   Hambrecht:     I   would  like  to   answer  the   question  you 

ask.  While  I  do  not  represent  that  part  of  the  committee  that 
wants  to  adopt  the  Stephenson  investigation  at  this  time — I 
don't  think  that  is  the  purpose  of  Mr.  Ingall's  motion. 

Senator  Marsh:  You  misunderstood  me.  I  said  the  gentle- 
men who  favored  abandoning  the  Stephenson  investigation  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  I  am  going  to  support  the  motion,  and  yet 
I  don't  like  to  he  classified  as  being  in  favor  of  abandoning 
the  Stephenson  investigation  at  this  time.  I  am  in  favor  of 
Mr.  Edmonds  finishing  his  examination  and  Mr.  Sackett  finish- 
ing his  examination,  and  Mr.  Puelicher,  the  Stephenson  man- 
agers, and  after  we  have  gone  through  with  them  we  are  going 
to  have  the  accounts  of  the  other  candidates  here,  and  we  ought 
then  in  all  fairness  to  them  ask  them  questions  in  respect  to 
their  accounts,  the  same  as  we  are  asking  Mi-.  Edmonds  ques- 
tions concerning  his  account,  <>r  Mr.  Saeketl  questions  eoncern- 
ing  his  account,  ll  seems  to  me  there  will  he  just  as  much  sense 
to  have  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Sackett  hie  their  accounts  and 
leave  it  that  way.  It  isn't  satisfactory  that  way.  There  are 
questions  arise  in  connection  with  the  accounts.  There  is  only 
one  guide  we  have— not  what  the  legislature  is  expecting  of  us 
from  day  to  day.  not  what  the  people  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin 
are  expecting  of  this  committee  w<  are  guided  by  a  certain 
rigid  rule  laid  down  for  us.  and  that  is  incorporated  in  the 
resolution  under  which  we  are  acting,  and  that  calls  for  a 
thorough,  l'aii'  investigation  of  the  manner,  method,  and  means 
by  which  the  last  primary  election  is  claimed  to  have  been  un- 
lawfully and  corruptly  conducted.  It  doesn't  mention  Mr. 
Stephenson's  name  in  it.  and  whether  the  people  are  waiting 
for  that  isn't  as  essential  as  it  is  that  we  give  each  of  the  can- 
didates a  fair  hearing  before  this  committee,  and  the  only  fair 
hearing  is  to  hear  each  of  the  candidates  and  hear  them  in 
their  order.  We  gave  Mr.  Stephenson  the  preference  because 
he  is  the  candidate  before  the  legislature.  Now.  as  I  under- 
stood it.  when  we  started  out  with  this  investigation,  that  was 
the  plan  that  was  in  the  minds  of  the  entire  committee;  I  may 
be  mistaken  as  to  that,  yet  the  action  of  the  committee  will  bear 
me  out  in  this,  that  we  didn't  call  Mr.  Stephenson  and  run 
down  his  campaign  from  the  start,  we  called  him.  and  then  Mr. 
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Cook,  then  Mr.  Hatton,  then  Mr.  McGovern,  and  so  on,  1 
haven't  got  them  in  their  order,  and  we  called  all  the  candi- 
dates thai  were  before  the  recent  primary.  This  point  was  not 
urged  at  that  time,  that  we  give  our  entire  attention  to  Mr. 
Stephenson,  hut  we  took  all  of  the  candidates  under  our  resolu- 
tion. Now  then,  the  next  most  logical  step  would  be  to  lake  the 
managers  of  all  of  the  candidates  and  run  them  down:  as  soon 
as  we  get  through  them  we  will  come  hack  to  Mr.  Stephenson 
again  and  take  the  expenditures  reported  by  his  managers  and 
run  these  down  as  far  as  we  have  time,  and  then  the  next  and 
so   (in. 

8enat<  r  Husting:  Do  you  expect  you  can  run  these  down  by 
March  15th.' 

Mv.  llambrecht:  No.  ami  I  don't  think'  we  can  do  it  in  a 
year. 

Senator  Husting':  Will  you  favor  an  extension  of  time  in 
case  we  don't  gel  through  by  March  15th.' 

.Ah-.  Elambrecht:  I  don't  think  Ave  are  conducting  this  inves- 
tigation in  a  manner  that  is  thorough  or  efficient  or  satisfac- 
tory to  anyone,  and  I  was  surprised  myself  yesterday  or  the 
dav  before,  whenever  the  question  came  up,  but  we  have 
adopted  a  policy,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  adopting  the  most  log- 
ical way  of  carrying  it  out:  the  policy  we  have  adopted  now 
being  a  whitewash,  pure  and  simple,  and  I  would  like  to  give 
my  reasons.  We  are  asking  the  candidates  to  explain  who  they 
gave  their  money  to  and  each  of  the  candidates  explain  that  they 
gave  their  money  to  reputable  num.  and  most  of  them  said  it 
was  with  instructions  to  use  it  lawfully  and  use  it  properly, 
and  if  not  express  it  was  implied  instructions.  Then  we  have 
taken  up  some  of  these  people  to  whom  money  was  given  and  we 
ask  them  what  they  did  with  this  money.  So  far  every  man  had 
accounted  honestly  for  it,  and  I  would  be  surprised  to  find  any- 
body who  would  come  up  here  and  say  that  they  used  it  cor- 
ruptly. Now  the  next  step  would  be  to  ask  that  man  what  he 
did  with  it.  and  it  would  be  a  surprise  if  any  witness  would 
sit  in  that  chair  and  admit  that  he  used  any  of  that  money  cor- 
ruptly :  he  is  directly  interested  in  showing  that  he  used  that 
money  properly.  Now  then  we  are  pursuing  a  policy  in  this 
committee  by  which  every  witness  has  an  incentive  to  whitwash 
himself  and  pass  the  blame,  if  any  there  be.  to  the  man  to 
whom  he  gave  the  money,  and  that  man  will  pass  the  blame  on: 
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I  doubt,  if  we  sit  here  until  next  January,  that  we  will  get  an 
admission  that  a  s;,i^le    dollar    has    been    spent    corruptly.     I 
disagreed  with   the   majority  of  the  committee   and   my  idea 
would  not  be  to  ask  the  candidates  and  their  managers  and  the 
men  to  whom  they   gave   the   money,   to   come   up    and   simply 
express  where  they    put    it:    in    other    words,    give    them    an 
opportunity  to   show   that   it   was   done   rightfully.     My   idea 
is    that    if    anybody    in    the    state    of    Wisconsin    has    got    an 
idea    that    any   money    was    used    corruptly    in    any    locality, 
let    that    person    come    before    the    committee    and    give    his 
suspicions  and  produce    his    evidence    and    then    let    us    inves- 
tigate it.     However,    the    committee    thought    otherwise.     We 
were  accused  of  trying  to  whitewash,  bid   1  can't  see  it  in  any 
other  light  than  that  the  other  side  of  the  committee  has  pursued 
this  whitewash,   pure   and  simple,  with   every  party  connected 
with  this  campaign,  and  unless  we  gel  at  specific  charges  some- 
where, from  some  source,  the  reporl  of  this  committee  can  be 
nothing  else  than  a  whitewash.     But  leaving  that  out  of  con- 
sideration,   I    was   outvoted    on   that    consideration,   and   sooner 
or  later  1  think  we    must    gel    to    the    consideration    I    urged. 
However,  since  we  have  adopted  the  other  plan  and  since  it  lias 
become  the  sense  of  the  committee  that  we  investigate  along  the 
line  of  calling  up  the  different  people  that  had  receive:!  money, 
then   I  suggest,    in    fairness    to    all    the    candidates,  that  they  be 
called  up  in  some   order,    so    there    can    be  a    comparison  between 
them,  and  not  exhaust  all  our  time  on  one  candidate,  when  the 
resolution  clearly  makes  it  our  duty  to  investigate  all  the  candi- 
dates.    If  our  time  is  going  to  be  limited  at  all  and  the  matter  is 
going  to  be  left  in  the  air.  1  say  let  us  leave  it  all  in  the  air.  rather 
than  have  one  candidate  investigated  and  the  other  candidates' 
expenditures  left  without  any  investigation  at  all.      1  think  it  will 
probably  be  necessary  to  ask  an  extension  of  time.      I   think  the 
plan  we  have  pursued  will  carry  us  into  either  June  or  July,  and 
we  will  probably  have  to  ask  for  an  extension  of  time,  but  I  am  in 
favor  of  giving  each  candidate  the  same  opportunity  before  this 
committee. 

The  Chairman:  Just  one  question,  Mr.  Hambrecht,  which  has 
suggested  itself  to  me.  You  said  that  you  believed  in  investigat- 
ing this  upon  specific  charges,  and  if  anybody  bad  any  idea  that 
there  was  any  fraud  anywhere  or  suspicion  of  it,  let  them  state 
so  and  then  we  would  investigate  that.     Where  would  you  get 
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your  proof  of  that  unless  you  went  to  the  same  sources  that  we 

are  reaching  at  now  ? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  would  get  my  suggestions  from  the  per- 
son that  appeared  before  the  committee  and  let  him  give  what 
evidence  he  had  and  we  would  call  his  witnesses  and  sift  it  down 
that  way.  I  would  ask  him  what  witnesses  he  had,  why  he  sus- 
pected fraud,  what  he  heard  in  connection  with  it,  and  get  what- 
ever information  he  had  and  in  that  way  get  down  to  its  source. 

The  Chairman:  Well,  you  would  finally  have  to  go  to  some  of 
these  parties  then  to  whom  money  was  paid. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  We  might  and  we  might  not.  He  might 
want  to  come  in  and  defend  himself.  Suppose,  for  instance,  a 
person  may  have  made  a  statement  after  the  primary  was  over 
that  he  bought  a  vote — put  it  broadly — that  someone  overheard 
that  statement,  that  person  would  come  before  us  and  say  that  he 
heard  Mr.  A  say  that  he  bought  a  vote  in  a  certain  locality.  There 
wou'd  be  positive  testimony  agaimt  that  pefison,  and  he  might 
name  the  person.  There  might  have  been  others  present.  We 
would  call  all  those  witnesses  in.  We  would  have  positive  evi- 
dence. 

Senator  Husting:  Is  that  positive  evidence,  to  have  someone 
come  in  and  say  that  he  heard  someone  else  say  a  certain  thing? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  say  it  is  positive  testimony,  if  a  person 
bought  a  vote  and  told  someone  of  it.  That  is  simply  an  illustra- 
tion of  how  we  could  get  at  fraud  without  calling  the  party  di- 
rectly interested  in  it  first. 

Senator  Husting:  Has  that  been  your  experience,  Mr.  Ham- 
brecht, have  you  ever  heard  that  parties  to  a  fraud,  bribery  es- 
pecially, would  go  and  publish  it,  tell  people  about  it?  Do  you 
know  of  any  way  of  getting  positive,  direct  evidence  of  bribery, 
except  from  the  parties? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  It  might  be  unusual.  I  gave  that  as  an  illus- 
tration. Here  is  the  point :  the  statement  was  made,  "Where  there 
is  so  much  smoke,  there  must  be  fire:'  Now  the  source  of  that 
smoke  can  be  run  down,  but  if  there  has  been  no  corruption  in 
this  primary,  no  one  knows  of  it,  no  one  has  a  suspicion  of  it,  then 
we  are  here  for  a  fruitless  purpose.  If  there  is  any  foundation 
to  the  general  rumor,  that  rumor  must  start  from  some  source. 
I  think  we  ought  to  let  this  committee  open  to  any  party  who  has 
any  information  in  the  state  of  Wisconsin  of  any  corruption  in 
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the  primary.  I  am  not  limiting'  it  to  the  specific  charges  filed  here- 
tofore. This  committee  is  closed  at  this  time  to  people  coming 
in  with  charges,  and  we  ought  to  give  every  person  an  opportun- 
ity to  be  heard  on  this  question  that  may  have  information.  It 
seems  to  me  it  would  be  better  if  we  were  simply  to  announce  that 
we  are  here  ready  to  hear  charges  from  any  source  and  then  run 
those  charges  down.  That,  however,  isn't  before  us  now.  and  I 
vyas  debating  the  question  as  to  the  advisability  of  examining  the 
candidates  in  the  order  Mr.  Ingalls  suggests. 

Senator  Mbrris:  I  would  like  just  a  word  in  regard  to  this 
matter  and  call  the  committee's  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  seems 
to  me  they  are  overlooking  in  this  matter.  The  committee  will 
recall  that  when  Senator  Stephenson  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee he  was  very  anxious  to  get  away  and  get  hack  to  Washing- 
ton, lie  said  that  he  had  a  large  number  of  matters  that  needed 
his  immediate  attention.  And  you  will  remember  that  his  attor- 
ney, Mr.  Hyzer.  said  in  substance  that  he  was  in  favor  of  this- 
thing  being  investigated  a-  soon  and  as  completely  as  possible,  so 
far  as  Mr.  Stephenson  was  concerned.  Then  1  know  from  talking 
with  the  managers  of  Mr.  Stephenson  here  that  they  are  all 
anxious  to  get  away  and  get  through  with  this  matter.  Now  then, 
another  thing,  there  will  be  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of  United  Slates 
senator  on  March  4th.  Mr.  Stephenson  at  this  time  holds  the  com- 
missi, ,u.  Mr.  Hatton  does  not;  neither  does  Mr.  McGovern; 
neither  does  Mr.  took.  If  this  investigation  hasn't  proceeded 
far  enough  by  March  4th  to  enable  the  legislature  by  that  time  to 
take  a-linn  and  elect  Mr.  Stephenson,  there  will  be  a  vacancy 
there.  And  you  will  remember  that  the  senator  said  that  he  had 
some  very  important  matters  that  he  wanted  to  attend  to  and  mat- 
ters of  great  importance  to  the  state.  Now  the  public  has  an  in- 
terest in  this  matter.  These  matters  ought  to  be  attended  to.  and 
they  wi'l  not  be  attended  to  if  Senator  Stephenson  isn't  elected  by 
that  time.  So  that  is  seems  to  me  from  the  public  point  of  view  it 
is  of  the  first  importance  that  we  get  through  with  the  investiga- 
tion of  Senator  Stephenson  as  soon  as  possible,  at  least  that  we 
proceed  far  enough  with  it  so  that  by  March  4th  the  legislature 
may  be  in  a  position  to  act. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  May  I  ask  a  question  in  that  connection, 
Senator  ~J. 

Senator  Morris :     Yes. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION.      625 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  Is  it  your  opinion  that  the  legislature  will  re- 
fuse to  act  until  there  is  a  report  by  this  committee? 

Senator  Morris:  I  haven't  any  information  on  that  subject.  I 
don't  know  what  the  legislature  might  do.  I  do  know  that  the 
legislature  is  waiting  for  the  evidence  as  regards  Senator  Stephen- 
son, that  it  is  not  waiting  for  the  evidence  so  far  as  Mr.  McGovern 
is  concerned,  of  Mr.  Hatton,  or  Air.  Cook,  because  no  vacancy 
is  created  in  any  office  they  hold,  for  they  are  not  holding  any. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  My  point  is  that  our  report  can't  come  in  be- 
fore March  15th. 

Senator  Morris :  I  understand  that.  There  is  another  reason, 
it  seems  to  me,  why  the  expenditures  of  Senator  Stephenson  should 
be  investigated  rather  than  the  expenditures  of  the  other  candi- 
dates, if  we  are  going  to  be  unable  to  investigate  all  of  them. 
Senator  Stephenson  has  spent  something  like  $107,000,  nearly 
three  times  as  much  as  was  spent  by  any  other  candidate,  and  that 
of  itself,  it  seems  to  me,  would  at  least  raise  a  presumption  that 
if  there  is  fraud  anywhere,  it  is  there,  and  we  are  trying  to  get  at 
the  fraud.  Now  it  is  true,  as  has  been  said  by  one  of  the  members 
of  the  committee,  that  we  started  out  agreeing  to  examine  the 
candidates  first  and  their  managers  next.  We  did  examine  the 
candidates,  and  then  we  tcTbk  up  their  immediate  managers.  Then 
the  pendulum  swung  back  and  we  took  up  Senator  Stephenson's 
campaign  expenditures.  Now  I  say  the  logical  thing  to  do  is  to  fin- 
ish that  or  to  come  as  near  to  finishing  it  as  we  can  before  taking 
up  the  others.  I  say  that  is  the  logical  thing  in  view  of  the  way  we 
have  been  proceeding  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  alone  is  ask- 
ing an  election  from  the  legislature,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
he  spent  nearly  three  times  as  much  money  as  any  of  the  other 
candidates  spent.  It  would  seem  to  me  that  the  common  sense  of 
the  thing  is  to  go  on  with  the  investigation  of  Senator  Stephenson's 
account.  Now  then,  a  motion  prevailed  here  yesterday  requiring 
all  of  these  managers,  even  the  county  managers  of  these  candi- 
dates to  file  detailed,  sworn  statements  of  their  accounts.  Mr. 
McGovern  has  already  done  that.  He  filed  the  books  here,  the 
books  are  now  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  with  each  and 
every  item  totaling  the  full  amount  spent  by  him.  We  have  got. 
that  information ;  it  is  before  us.  Now  we  may  want  to  call  Mr. 
McGovern  and  we  may  want  to  call  some  of  his  managers  to  ex- 
plain some  of  these  items,  but  he  has  complied  with  the  request  of 
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the  committee  and  the  data  is  here.  Now  that  isn't  true  as  to  Mr 
Stephenson.  Senator  Hatton's  manager  two  or  three  days  ago 
filed  a  complete  statement  of  every  dollar  paid  out  by  him  in  be- 
half of  Senator  Hatton.  That  statement  is  here.  It  is  in  the 
possession  of  the  committee  now.  As  I  say,  as  to  McGovern,  it 
may  be  that  we  may  want  to  investigate  some  of  those  items  far- 
ther, but  the  account  is  here. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:    Isn't  Mr.  Stephenson's  account  here  now? 

Senator  Morris:  Mr.  Stephenson's  account  is  here  this  morn- 
ing so  far  as  his  managers  are  concerned,  and  I  say  now  the  logi- 
cal thing  is  to  proceed  with  that.     That  is  what  I  am  coming  to. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  If  you  will  pardon  me  a  moment,  wouldn't 
it  be  only  fair  to  us  it  we  have  other  questions  to  ask  with  refer- 
ence to  the  other  accounts  that  may  be  filed,  it  seems  to  me  nothing 
would  be  lost  if  the  manager  would  accompany  his  account  and 
answer  such  questions  as  may  arise  in  the  minds  of  any  of  us,  and 
then  we  have  the  accounts  all  properly  before  us. 

Senator  Morris:  I  think  the  managers  ought  to  be  here  if  we 
want  them.  I  am  in  favor  of  that.  But  I  am  not  in  favor  of  tak- 
ing up  the  examination  of  Mr.  Hatton's  managers  or  Mr.  Cook's 
managers  or  Mr.  McGovern's  managers  until  we  have  finished 
this  account  filed  this  morning.     That's  what  f  am  getting  at. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  There  is  where  we  differ.  1  would  like  to  see 
all  the  accounts  explained  at  once  and  then  go  into  detail. 

Senator  Morris  :  We  can't  do  that  all  at  once.  1  say  we  ought  to 
take  up  this  account  filed  by  -Mi".  Puelicher  and  Mr.  Sackett  and 
Mr.  Edmonds  and  finish  with  that.     Then  1  think — 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Senator,  let  me  ask  you  a  question  here: 
How  can  we  intelligently  compare  this  account  with  the  other 
-accounts  filed  without  first  having  an  opportunity  to  ask  some 
questions  concerning  it  ? 

Senator  Morris.:  I  want  to  say  this  in  reply  to  that:  if  you 
mean  by  that  comparing  this  with  the  accounts  of  other  candi- 
dates— is  that  what  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:    Yes. 

Senator  Morris :  I  know  of  no  reason  why  we  should  enter 
into  any  comparison  of  accounts.  I  can't  conceive  of  any  reason. 
This  account  must  be  tried  on  its  merits,  just  as  the  other  accounts 
must  be  tried  on  their  merits. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  That  is  why  I  would  like  to  have  them  all 
togfether. 
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Senator  Morris  :  Well,  I  certainly  object  to  trying  this  matter 
•on  a  basis  of  comparison,  if  that  i>  what  yon  mean. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     That  isn't  my  idea. 

Mr.  Whitman:     That  is  my  idea. 

Senator  Morris:  Do  yon  think  it  ought  to  be  tried  on  the  same 
basis  ? 

Mr.  Whitman  :  Why,  most  certainly.  Every  election  is  on  the 
basis  of  comparison.  If  two  men  are  running  for  office  and  one 
defeats  the  other,  and  if  one  has  committed  a  fraud  and  the  other 
has  committed  a  fraud,  it  dwindles  it-elf  down  to  a  question  of 
who  got  the  most  votes  fraudulently,  so  a>  to  make  the  number  of 
votes  that  the  man  has  got  who  has  received  the  certificate  of  elec- 
tion lower  than  the  man  who  ran  against  him.  Now  here  is  four 
men  that  have  run  for  United  States  senator  at  a  primary.  Now 
who  did  he  commit  a  fraud  against?  It  isn't  a  fraud  against  the 
public,  it  is  a  fraud  as  compared  with  these  men.  That  is.  that 
he  fraudulently  took  votes  away  from  Cook.  That,  if  he  hadn't 
committed  these  frauds  one  of  these  other  candidates  would  have 
been  elected.  Now,  that  may  not  be  the  whole  thing,  but  it  iv  a 
very  essential  element  in  this  case. 

Senator  Morris:  Well.  I  want  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  that 
position  strikes  me  as  a  very  untenable  one.  I  have  been  trying 
to  recall  some  instance  which  might  illustrate  that  position  and  I 
can  only  think  of  one.  I  have  often  seen  in  divorce  proceedings, 
where  the  husband  or  the  wife  was  seeking  a  divorce,  and  each 
trying  to  lay  the  blame  on  the  other,  a  sort  of  balancing  of  wrong. 
Hut  T  have  never  known  the  court  to  say  in  that  case  that  because 
both  were  wrong  bi  >th  were  right. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  Well,  in  contested  elections,  what  is  the  pro- 
ceeding? 

Senator  Morris:  Now.  it  isn't,  as  "I  conceive,  a  question  as  to 
whether  Senator  Stephenson  bought  a  vote  away  from  Senator 
Hatton.  or  Mr.  McGovern  purchased  votes  from  Mr.  Cook.  That 
isn't  the  idea  at  all.  The  question  here  is:  Has  the  corrupt  prac- 
tices act  of  Wisconsin  been  violated  ?  Has  a  crime  been  com- 
mitted? That  is  the  question.  Not  a  question  of  whether  these 
men  have  been  guilty  of  crime,  whether  they  have  all  offended 
against  the  law,  whether  they  are  all  criminals,  but  is  any  of  them 
a  criminal?  If  so,  he  ought  not  to  go  to  the  United  States  senate. 
Ton  can't  try  that  question,  my  friend,  by  any  comparison. 
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Air.  Whitman:     I  would  try  this  case.  Senator — 

Senator  Morris  :     I  say  you  can't  try  it  that  way. 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  would — I  would  try  this  case  as  compared 
with  the  other  gentlemen,  the  same  as  I  would  try  any  case  of  con- 
tested election. 

Senator  Morris:     Well,  I  simply  say  you  can't  do  it. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  Well,  we  differ  on  that  point.  That  is  the 
way  1  would  try  it.  And  for  that  reason,  I  would  be  justified  in 
coming  in  and  asking  for  a  comparison.  You  wouldn't  because 
you  don't  believe  in  trying  it  that  way.  But  I  believe  that  is  a 
very  essential  element,  the  question  of  comparison.  We  have 
something  mure  in  here  than  the  corrupt  practices  act.  We  have 
something  here  which  §ays  that  if  this  man  defeated  these  others 
by  fraud,  his  vote  should  be  stricken  out.  It  is  very  essential  to 
see  whether  he  did  anything  which  was  a  fraud  against  his  co- 
candidates.  In  addition,  of  course,  your  point  as  to  the  corrupt 
practices  act,  is  an  element,  but  the  other  element  is  essential  and 
for  that  reason  a  comparison  by  these  men  running  for  office  is 
essential,  because  any  two  men  that  were  elected  to  an  office — for 
instance,  say,  here  is  two  men  running  for  the  legislature,  one  of 
them  comes  in  and  contests  the  election,  he  comes  in  and  shows 
diat  the  other  pr<  cured  his  election  by  fraudulent  votes,  and  a 
comparison  is  made  as  to  the  fraudulent  votes,  and  on  that  de- 
pends his  election.  I  don't  say  that  that  is  the  only  part  of  it,  but 
it  is  an  essential  pan. 

Senator  Marsh:  Let  me  ask  yon  a  question,  to  illustrate  and 
get  at  what  you  mean  :  Do  you  think  if  it  turned  out  that  Sena- 
tor Stephenson  and  Mr.  Cook  both  violated  the  statutes,  or  ob- 
tained voles  corruptly,  hut  that  it  appeared  that  Mr.  Cook  prac- 
tised the  most  fraud,  you  would  think  then  that  Senator  Stephen- 
son was  entitled  to  the  election,  would  you? 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  wouldn't  say  entirely,  hut  \  say  it  would  be 
an  essential  element  as  to  whether  he  got  the  most  votes  by  reason 
of  fraud  :  that  is,  if  he  defeated  Mr.  Cook  or  the  other  gentlemen. 
1  would  put  it  in  the  same  category  as  I  would  put  a  contested 
election  where  one  man  has  a  certificate  of  election  and  the  other 
has  not,  he  contests  it,  and  shows  illegal  votes  or  votes  purchased 
or  votes  obtained  by  fraud,  and  those  votes  should  be  thrown  out. 

Senator  Husting:  Can  you  see  any  similarity  between  a  con- 
tested election  and  this  investigation? 
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Mr.  Whitman :    I  see  a  great  similarity. 

Senator  Marsh  :  I  didn't  get  an  answer  to  my  question  as  to 
whether  you  would  think  under  the  circumstances  I  have  stated 
that  Senator  Stephenson  should  be  considered  the  nominee  if  he 
hadn't  practised  as  much  fraud  as  Mr.  Cook?  Would  yon  answer 
that  question  no? 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  would  answer  it  no,  with  this — but  that  if  the 
practices,  the  general  way  by  which  they  conducted  their  cam- 
paign, was  the  same,  that  they  went  out  and  got  people  to  work 
together,  and  it  was  a  general  process  through  that  election.  I 
wouldn't  come  into  this  investigating  committee  or  this  legislature 
and  say  that  Senator  Stephenson  was  a  man  who  practiced  fraud 
against  his  co-candidates,  therefore  he  should  not  be  nominated. 
I  think  it  should  be  up  to  this,  that  one  of  these  four  men  should  be 
the  nominee,  because  they  were  the  men  nominated,  and  if  one 
of  them  procured  it  by  fraud  some  of  the  other  men  might  come  in. 
I  don't  see  why  we  are  vitiating  the  whole  thing.  Here  is  four 
men  that  have  run.  the  only  four  men;  now  then  if  Senator 
Stephenson  didn't  get  that  nomination,  some  of  these  other  men 
must  have.  Why  do  we  shut  it  all  up  and  say  the  thing  was  fraud- 
ulent and  we  will  elect  whoever  we  want. 

Mr.  Bray:  Mr.  Chairman  ;  T  don't  know  that  I  agree  with  Mr. 
Whitman  or  not — 

Mr.  Whitman  :     Well,  I  don't  care  whether  you  do  or  not. 

Mr.  Bray:  1  do  care,  I  would  like  to  agree  with  you  if  I  can. 
I  think  if  we  can  show  any  fraud  on  the  part  of  any  senatorial 
candidate,  any  deliberate  fraud,  any  corrupt  act  that  he  has  done 
or  that  was  done  with  his  knowledge  or  under  his  direction,  that 
he  is  absolutely  unfit  to  go  to  the  United  States  senate,  whether  the 
fraud  that  he  committed  was  as  gross  or  one-tenth  as  gross  as  the 
fraud  some  other  candidate  committed.  I  do  think,  however,  that 
if  frauds  are  committed  without  his  knowledge  and  that  has  a 
bearing  upon  his  election,  and  perhaps  materially  helped  in  his 
election,  and  frauds  were  also  committed  in  behalf  of  other  candi- 
dates without  their  knowledge,  that  the  comparative  amount  of 
fraud  would  have  some  bearing ;  that  is,  the  amount  of  votes  in 
comparison  that  were  fraudulently  procured,  without  any  guilty 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  the  senatorial  candidate.  In  that  way 
I  agree  with  you. 

Mr.  Whitman :  I  don't  mean  that  it  is  absolute.  I  say  that  it 
has  an  essential  bearing  by  way  of  comparison. 
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Mr.  Bray  :  I  do  think  the  people  of  this  state  are  very  much 
more  interested  in  having  this  committee  go  ahead  and  do  its 
work  than  in  knowing  our  individual  position.  We  have  spent 
one-half  of  the  time  each  day  with  each  man  telling  what  his  po- 
sition was  and  trying  to  be  right  and  fair  and  all  that,  but  I  think 
it  is  a  joke,  and  I  think  we  are  getting  to  be  a  joke  before  the- 
people  of  the  state  by  this  time.     I  think  we  have  talked  enough.. 

The  Chairman:  It  has  been  moved  and  seconded.  I  believe — I 
will  ask  Mr.  Ingalls  to  state  the  motion. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  The  motion  is  to  subpoena  forthwith  W.  L. 
Essman  of  Milwaukee,  Clem  Host  of  [Milwaukee,  if  he  lives  there, 
Charles  Kaempfer  of  Milwaukee,  with  the  idea  that  they  are  gen- 
eral managers  of  Mr.  McGovern;  also  W.  II.  Dick,  G.  K.  Lush, 
W.  J.  McElroy  and  William  Powell,  with  the  idea  that  they  are 
the  general  manager?  of  Senator  Hatton  ;  also  William  Cowling, 
Peter  J.  Koehler,  general  managers  for  Mr.  Cook.  And  I  will 
also  include  in  this  motion  the  name  of  L.  H.  Stevens  of  Lan- 
caster. We  may  want  to  talk  with  him  anyway,  I  don't  know  as 
we  want  to  call  him,  but  perhaps  some  of  the  committee  may  want 
to  ask  him  some  questions.  And  I  make  that  as  a  motion.  Mr. 
Chairman. 

The  Chairman:     That  is,  that  they  be  subpoenaed  forthwith? 

Mr.  Ingalls :     Yes. 

The  Chairman:  You  have  heard  the  motion,  gentlemen.  As 
your  names  are  called  by  the  clerk  you  will  respond.  Those  of 
you  who  favor  the  motion  will  respond  aye,  those  opposed,  no. 

The  Clerk  :     Senator  Marsh. 

Senator  Marsh  :     No. 

The  Clerk  :     Senator  Morris. 

Senator  Morris  :     No. 

The  Clerk  :      Senator  Husting. 

Senator  Husting:  No.  I  would  like  to  say  the  reason:  be- 
cause I  think  it  is  premature. 

The  Clerk:     Mr.  Pray. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  vote  aye.  but  I  do  think  it  is  ridiculous  to  have 
all  these  men  here  at  once. 

The  Clerk:     Mr.  Ingalls. 

Mr.  Ingalls  :     Aye. 

The  Clerk:     Mr.  Hambrecht. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     Aye. 

The  Clerk  :     Mr.  Whitman. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION.      631 

Mr.  Whitman  :     Aye. 

The  Clerk:     Mr.  Chappie. 

Mr.  Chappie  :     Yes. 

The  Chairman:  Five  ayes  and  three  noes.  The  motion  is 
carried,  and  the  clerk  will  prepare  the  subpoenas.  I  believe  Mr. 
Edmonds  has  the  stand. 

Mr.  Bray  :  The  idea  is  that  we  are  to  finish  with  Mr.  Edmonds 
and  Mr.  Puelicher  and  Mr.  Sackett  before  we  take  on  these  nun 
who  were  subpoenaed.     Is  that  the  idea? 

Senator  Husting:     Yes,  snre. 

The  Chairman  :  Well,  I  understand  we  are  to  examine  these 
who  are  already  subpoenaed  here  and  then  take  them  up  after- 
wards.    That  is  the  understanding,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  [ngalls :     Why.  yes.     Finish  with  Edmonds. 

Examination  of  E.  A.  Edmonds  continued  by  Senator  Morris : 

Q.  I  think  you  said  yesterday  that  you  suggested  to  Senator 
Stephenson  that  he  file  his  account  and  that  it  would  be  a  good 
tiling  from  a  political  standpoint  to  file  his  account? 

A.  When  the  others  filed  theirs,  yes.  sir. 

O.  What  did  he  say  in  reply  to  that? 

A.    It  wasn't  ready. 

O.  Yow.  coming  baek  to  this  account  that  Mr.  Sackett  pre- 
sented to  you.  Do  yon  know  now  whether  it  was  verified  or  not? 
Was  it  sworn  to?  Can  yon  recall  now  whether  that  account  was 
sworn  to  <»r  not? 

A.  The  one  that  went  to  the  secretary  of  state? 

Q.  The  one  that  Mr.  Sackett  asked  you  for  a  receipt  for? 

A.   Yo,  sir.     I  don't  remember  it. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  part — 

A.   Yon  asked  if  1  swore  to  it? 

O.   If  you  were  asked  to  verify  it.  swear  to  it  ? 

A.  Well,  I  am  not  positive  as  to  whether  there  was  an  affidavit 
attached  to  it  or  whether  it  was  merely  a  statement  in  the  form  of 
a  receipt  that  I  was  to  sign. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  it  was  a  receipt  or  an  affidavit  or 
a  verification  ? 

A.  Yo,  I  don't  know. 

O.  Yow  did  you  subsequently  take  any  part  in  making  up  the 
senator's  account  to  be  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state? 

A.  Yes,  as  I  stated  yesterday. 
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O.  What  I  want  to  know  is  this,  was  there  any  other  account 
gotten  up  for  the  purpose  of  being  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state 
other  than  the  one  which  was  finally  filed? 

A.  No,  I  think  not,  except  the  figures  that  Air.  Sackett  had,  and 
just  how  complete,  as  to  whether  that  was  in  the  form  of  a  state- 
ment or  not,  I  don't  know;  I  didn't  see  it. 

Q.  I  understood  someone  to  say  that  this  account  was  sent  to 
you  here  at  Madison  to  be  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state. 

A.  The  statement  that  was  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state,  yes, 
that  was  sent  "to  me. 

O.  When  did  you  receive  that  statement  ? 

.A  Well,  I  think  it  was  Monday  night.  Monday  night  or  Tues- 
day night  of  the  week  it  was  filed — or  morning,  I  should  say. 

0.  Wednesday  morning? 

A.  Tuesday  morning  or  Wednesday  morning.  That  is  my 
recollection. 

Q.   Did  you  receive  any  instructions  with  it? 

A.  There  was  nothing  contained  in  the  envelope  except  the 
statement  itself. 

Q.  I  low  soon  after  you  received  it  did  you  file  it  with  the  sec- 
ret a ry  of  state? 

A.  I  think  it  was  filed  Thursday  afternoon,  although  I  am  not 
p(  tsitive. 

Q.  Did  you  file  it? 

A.    I  mailed  it.  yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     You  what? 

A.   I  mailed  it  to  the  secretary  of  state. 

Q.   You  mailed  it  to  the  secretary  of  state? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   Was  it  in  the  afternoon  mail? 

A,  No,  I  mailed  it  to  the  secretary  of  state,  I  want  to  change 
that—1  mailed  it  to  Mr.  Prear  and  asked  him  to  file  it  in  the 
secretary  of  state's  office,  no  matter  whether  he  got  it  in  the 
morning  or  when  he  got  it.  to  file  it  at  five  o'clock.  I  believe, 
in  the  afternoon. -it  was  to  be  filed  at  that  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  got  it  in  the  morning  mail  or  in 
the  afternoon  mail  ? 

A.   No.  sir:  I   don't. 

Senator  .Morris:  I  think  that's  all  I  want  to  ask  Mr.  Ed- 
monds. 

The  Chairman:    I  want  to  ask  a  few  questions. 
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By  Senator  Marsh  : 

Q.   What  is  your  business.  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.   I  am  a  manufacturer. 

Q.  What  sort  of  a  manufacturer? 

A.  Paper  and  pulp. 

(v).  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  the  business  of  man- 
ufacturing .' 

A.    About  twenty  years. 

Q.  What  position  do  you  occupy  with  the  company,  if  it  is  a 
company,  that  you  are  connected  with. 

Mi-.  Bray:  1  want  to  object  to  this  line  of  examination,  as  to 
Mr.  Edmonds'  occupation.  1  don't  think  it  has  any  bearing. 

Senator  Marsh:    I  thought  it  had. 

Mr.  Pray:     Then  I  will  give  you  the  benefit  of  the  doubt. 

A.  I  occupy  different  positions  with  different  companies. 
In  some  cases  I  am  president,  some  secretary  I  believe,  some 
treasurer.  Some.  I  am  not  at  present,  manager  of  any  paper- 
mi!!  or  pulp  mill. 

Q.  I  think  you  said  that  from  your  experience  in  a  business 
way  you  had  found  that  it  was  advisable  to  divide  up  work  in 
departments  and  have  some  man  have  charge  of  each  branch 
of  the  business. 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  in  conducting  this  campaign,  to  a  certain  extent,  so 
far  as  you  could,  you  carried  this  on  in  a  businesslike  way, 
using  your  experience  as  a  business  man  in  conducting  this 
campaign? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  didn't  quite  understand  what  your  position  was  in  the 
campaign,  that  is,  as  to  whether  you  understood  that  you  were 
the  general  manager  and  that  the  other  gentlemen  who  worked 
in  the  campaign  were  under  your  direction,  or  not.  Will  you 
explain  that  a  little  more  fully. 

Q.  Well,  I  really  don't  know.  It  was  a  different  arrange- 
ment than  any  1  had  ever  had  as  manager  of  a  business  com- 
pany, a  little  different,  in  that  I  didn't  attempt  to  assume  or 
didn't  assume  complete  control  as  manager  of  a  manufacturing 
industry.  I  have  always  conducted  the  business  as  if  it  were 
my  own  and  felt  the  same  responsibility,  and  I  have  been  at 
the  head  of  the  business  and  conducted  this  policy  absolutely. 
In  the  case  of  the  Stephenson  campaign,  I  didn't  do  that. 
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Q.  Well,  do  you  know  of  anyone  who-did  occupy  that  posi- 
tion in  connection  with  the  Stephenson  campaign,  if  you 
didn't  ! 

A.  No,  sir.  I  think  it  was  a  1  i 1 1 It-  divided  responsibility.  I 
think  perhaps  you  would  denominate  my  position  as  manager 
more  than  any  other  individual  perhaps  in  connection  with  it. 

Q.  Were  the  affairs  there  in  the  office  which  you  occupied 
during  the  campaign  under  your  direction  or  supervision  ? 

A.  The  running  of  the  office  .' 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  The  office  force  was  organized,  the  help  was  there,  the 
office  was  opened,  everything  started  several  days  before  I 
went  down,  and  no  change  was  made  in  that  arrangement  what- 
ever, they  had  started.  I  had  no  reason,  at  least  I  didn't  make 
any  change. 

Q.  Well,  after  you  came  there  did  yon  consider  you  had  the 
control  of  the  office  and  the  general   management  of  affairs 

there   in   the   office  ? 

A.  Yes.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  if  I  had  insisted  on  that, 
I  would  have. 

Q.  Had  an  account  been  started  when  you  came  to  the  office 
there:  that  is.  an  expense  account? 

A.  Well.  I  assumed  so,  Senator.  It  had  been  running  per- 
haps a  couple  of  weeks.  I  think.  1  don't  know  just  when  it 
started. 

Q.  And  the  account,  at  the  time  you  came  there,  showed  the 
receipts  and  disbursements,  did  it  .' 

A.   I  don  't  know. 

Q.  Yon  didn't  examine  the  account  when  you  came? 

A.   Not  at  all. 

<t>.  Now.  after  you  (ami-  there  did  you  understand  that  you 
had  control  of  the  disbursements,  to  determine  what  disburse- 
ments should  be  made,  and  when  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  gave  no  attention  to  the  account  that  had  been 
run  up  to  the  time  you  came  there? 

A.  Absolutely  none. 

Q.  But  from  that  time  on  you  did  ? 

A.  To  the  accounts.'     Not  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  give  any  attention  to  the  manner  of  keeping  the 
accounts  .' 
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A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  When  you  made  any  disbursements,  or  authorized  the 
making  of  any  disbursements,  what  method  did  you  have  of 
making  an  account  of  it.  or  causing  somebody  else  to  make  an 
account? 

A.  I  didn't  make  any  account  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  know  at  that  time  that  it  was  necessary,  under 
the  law.  that  Senator  Stephenson  should  tile  an  itemized  ac- 
count of  his  campaign  and  that  he  should  swear  to  il  .' 

A.  I  assume  I  knew  it  at  that  time:  at  least  some  time  later. 
I  assume  when  I  went  there  I  knew  it. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  keep  an  account,  or  cause  an  accurate 
account  to  he  kept  of  the  amounts  expended,  to  whom  paid,  and 
the  date,  and  the  purpose  for  which  the  expenditure  was  made, 
as  manager  of  Senator  Stephenson's  campaign? 

A.  Why  didn't  I  do  it? 

Q.    Yes. 

A.  I  had  no  instructions  to  keep  an  account;  and  when  I 
went  there  the  gentleman  in  charge  of  the  office  seemed  to  he 
carrying  out  his  duties  in  good  shape.  I  had  no  reason  to  make 
any  change. 

Q.  That  is  your  reason  '! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

<L>.  And  only  reason? 

A.   The  only  reason  I  know  of. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  to  these  gentlemen,  who  had  heen 
keeping-  the  accounts,  the  expenditures  that  you  made,  or  au- 
thorized made  .' 

A.  You  say  who  had  heen  keeping  the  accounts?  I  com- 
municated with  Mr.  Saekett  whenever  I  wanted  any  money 
for  use  in  the  campaign. 

Q.  And  whenever  you  wanted  any  money  you  either  used 
from  that  fund  which  was  placed  with  you.  or  gave  a  receipt 
on  the  fund  that  was  in  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  hank,  did  you.1 

A.  Well.  I  think  I  did.  in  every  instance,  yes. 

<t>.  I  have  forgotten  whether  you  said  you  gave  these  re- 
ceipts, signing  them  yourself,  or  whether  Mr.  Saekett  gave 
them. 

A.  Now.  that  I  am  not  sure.  I  know  at  least  that  I  signed 
some  of  the  expenditures  that  I  made,  or  hills  that  I  con- 
tracted. 
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Q.  And  perhaps  Mr.  Sackett  gave  some  of  the  receipts  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  As  1  rememher  it,  these  receipts  are  not  in  existence  now,, 
are  they? 

A.  I  haven't  any  idea.  Of  course,  they  would  go  to  the- 
bank. 

Q.  You  left  them  in  the  office? 

A.  (continued)  I  don't  remember  even  the  form  of  the  rer- 
ceipt.  if  it  may  be  called  that,  that  I  signed. 

Q.  Those  receipts  would  naturally  go  to  the  bank,  and  re- 
main there,  wouldn't  they? 

A.  I  should  presume  so. 

Q.  You  wouldn't  expect  a  business  man  to  return  those  re- 
ceipts back  to  the  man  that  gave  them? 

A.  Back,  in  that  case,  to  me? 

Q.  Yes;  to  you  or  Mr.  Sacketl  .' 

A.   Xo. 

<v>.  You  wouldn't,  as  a  good  business  man.' 

A.  I  shouldn't  turn  over  receipts  to  the  man  who  gave  them. 
no. 

Q.  Now.  I  don'1  know  that  1  made  my  question  as  broad  as 
I  intended  to.  Perhaps  I  just  asked  you  if  i/oit  kept  any  ac- 
count of  the  expenditures  al\ter  you  took"  charge  of  the  cam- 
paign? Was  any  account  kept  of  the  expenditures,  in  any 
form,  after  you  took  charge  of  the  campaign,  to  your  knowl- 
edge .' 

A.  To  my  knowledge?     No.  I  never  saw  any. 

<L>.  Hid  you  realize  at  that  time  that  you  were  leaving  mat- 
in's in  such  condition  that  Senator  Stephenson  could  not  com- 
ply with  the  law  wit!',  reference  to  the  filing  of  his  account,. 
by  nol  keeping  any  account,  or  not  causing  any  account  to  he- 
kept  ? 

A.   Xo. 

Q.    Do  you  understand  that   is  the  situation  now? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Well,  if  you  kept  no  account,  or  caused  no  account  to  be 
kept,  do  you  understand  it  would  be  possible  for  Senator 
Stephenson  to  tile  an  itemized  verified  statement  of  his  expen- 
ditures .' 

A.   You  ask  me  if  I  know  that  an  accomr)   was  being  kept? 
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I  assumed  it  was  being  kept  by  Mr.  Sackett,  who  did  the  busi- 
ness with  the  bank. 

Q.  You  were  the  one  that  was  determining  whether  these 
•expenditures  should  be  made? 

A.  I  contracted  the  bills,  certain  ones  of  them. 

Q.  And  you  were  the  one  that  gave  these  receipts  upon 
which  the  money  was  drawn,  some  of  the  time? 

A.  For  the  bills  that  I  contracted,  yes. 

Q.  Whenever  you  did  that  did  you  tell  someone  in  the  office 
of  the  amount  that  was  expended,  and  the  purpose  for  which 
it  Avas  spent,  so  that  they  might  keep  an  account  of  it.' 

A.  Possibly  not  in  every  instance  accurately  explain  what  I 
done,  but  I  made  an  arrangement  witli  an  individual  to  look 
after  a  certain  county,  for  instance,  that  receipt  that  I  gave 
covered  the  amount  that  was  to  be  paid  to  that  man.  and  it 
was  understood  by  Mr.  Sackett,  because  we  were  in  close 
touch,  what  that  was  for;  though  I  don't  know  that  I  made 
an  explanation  every  single  time  I  did  that. 

Q.  But  it  was  with  his  knowledge,  was  it.  every  time  you 
did  anything  of  that  kind,  though  you  did  not  have  to  report 
to  him.  in  order  that  he  should  know  it? 

A.  I  don't  think  there  was  any  question  but  what  he  would 
know,  in  each  case. 

Q.  And  you  understood  and  believed,  then,  that  Mr.  Sackett 
was  keeping  an  account  of  all  these  expenditures,  did  you? 

A.  Well.  Mr.  Saekett's  business  there,  for  one  reason— .that 
is.  when  I  went  there,  without  having  any  understanding 
with  him  at  all — he  was  taking  charge  of  the  expenditures,  and 
of  the  office;  and  got  all  the  moneys  from  the  bank,  or  all  the 
drafts;  and  I  assumed  that  he  kept  the  account. 

Q.  After  you  came  he  was  not  determining  what  expendi- 
tures were  to  be  made;  you  were  doing  that,  weren't  you.' 

A.  I  determined  the  expenditures. 

Q.  After  you  came  there? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  want  to  limit  that.  I  did  not  make  all  the  ex- 
penditures, but  those  that  I  did  make. 

.  Q.  I  understand,  from  what  you  said,  this  was  a  very  small 
office;  one  room,   was  it? 

A.  No,  we  made  it  into  four  rooms.  There  were  two  origin- 
ally. 

Q.  Did  you  know  the  method  that  was  pursued  in  the  keeping 
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of  the  account?  That  is.  did  you  know  that  it  was  being  kept 
on  cards  and  slips? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  were  in  that  office  during  all  the  campaign,  and  did 
not  know  that  that  was  the  method  of  keeping  the  account? 

A.  Oh,  yes.  I  didn't  know  that  he  was  keeping  an  account 
on  slips,  cards,  or  books,  or  anything  of  that  kind.  I  never 
paid  any  attention  to  it.  His  office  was  distinct  from  mine. 
But.  I  have  seen  him  writing  the  names  of  men  I  gave  him, 
when  he  would  be  sending  for  money. 

Q.  You  didn't  feel  it  was  your  duty,  as  general  manager  of 
that  campaign,  to  pay  any  attention  to  the  expenditures,  by 
keeping  an  account  of  the  expenditures? 

A.  1  did  not.  for  this  reason:  Mr.  Sackett  was  there  in 
charge  when  I  went  down.  He  had  started  in  at  that  sort  of 
work,  and  continued.  My  chief  object — I  say  my  chief  object — 
one  of  the  things  I  wanted  to  avoid  was  any  suspicion  or  thought 
on  the  pari  of  Senator  Stephenson,  whom  I  was  helping,  that 
any  of  these  expenditures  of  money  did  not  go  as  we  reported. 
Here  was  a  representative  of  Mr.  Stephenson  who  was  looking 
after  that  part  of  the  tiling.  I  had  no  reason  for  keeping  it. 
I  did  not. 

By   Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Sackell  really  a  subordinate  lo  you,  or  was  it 
ill.-  idea  that  he  co-operated  with  you  in  the  management,  and 
looked  after  certain  departments,  as  you  looked  after  the  gen- 
eral field  ?  I  ask  that  question  to  clear  up  the  point,  Is  that 
the  case.'  Or.  which  is  the  ease?  Or.  was  he  under  your  or- 
ders .' 

A.  Oh.  I  guess— I  don't  know.  I  don't  want  to  evade  any 
question.  There  was  no  particular  conflict  of  authority,  or 
anything  of  that  kind:  but  I  don't  think  the  distinction  was 
made.  I  think  when  1  went  there,  when  I  talked  with  Mr. 
Puelicher  and  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  that  T  had  an  idea  that  I  was 
to  exercise  perhaps  more  absolute  authority  than  I  did  after- 
wards, because  I  didn't  feel  that  it  was  necessary  to  take  things 
into  my  hands.  Things  were  running  along  before  I  got  there, 
and  that  part  of  it  run  along  as  it  had.  and  I  looked  particu- 
larly after  the  county  work. 
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Q.  Then  as  a  matter  of  fact  Mr.  Puelicher  and  Mr.  Sackett 
really  co-operated  with  you  in  the  management,  rather  than 
worked  under  your  direction? 

A.  Oh,  yes,  I  don't  feel  that  they  were  working  under  me. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  any  expenditures  were  made  you  saw  to  it,  in  some 
way,  that  Mr.  Sackett  knew  about  it,  did  you? 

A.  Any  expenditures  that  I  contracted,  yes. 

Q.  This  account  which  was  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state, 
was  that  made  up  from  this  account  which  was  produced  here 
yesterday,  or  day  before  yesterday?  I  don't  know  what  num- 
ber that  exhibit  is — Exhibit  47.     Do  you  get  the  question? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  cannol  say.  Senator,  from  personal  knowledge, 
because  I  didn't  help  to  make  it  up;  but  I  don't  know  of  any 
other  figures  that  Mr.  Sackett  had;  and  I  asked — as  I  stated 
yesterday.  I  made  the  form  of  the  affidavit  or  statement  to  be 
filed,  and  suggested  to  Mr.  Sackett  that  he  group  the  items  he 
had  in  that  manner. 

Q.  But  you  didn't  help  write  it  out?  You  made  suggestions 
as  to  how  it  should  be  made  out? 

A.  In  that  regard,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  I  believe  you  said  yon  attempted  to  follow  the  form 
Mr.  McGovern  had  used  '. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  true  as  to  the  affidavit  that  was  attached  to  it? 

A.  I  didn't  have  anything  to  do  with  the  affidavit. 

Q.  It  was  just  the  body  of  the  account? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  when  you  prepared  the  form  of  that  account,  or 
suggested  how  it  should  be  made,  did  you  have  before  you.  or 
had  you  had  before  you  this  account,  which  I  think  is  marked 
Exhibit  47.  the  one  produced  here  night  before  last? 

A.  I  think  I  saw  it  at  that  time  for  the  first  time.  1  do  not 
know  that  it  is  the  same  thing,  but  I  assume  it  was  very  similar. 

Q.  Can  you  give  a  reason  why,  instead  of  filing  that  account 
as  it  was  itemized  there,  you  made  it  more  general,  placing  it 
in  ten  or  twelve  items,  instead  of  three  or  four  hundred  or 
more  ? 

A.  I  think  I  stated  yesterday  that  I  regarded  his  judgment, 
he  being  the  only  attorney  who  ran  for  United  States  senator. 
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of  the  four  candidates,  as  being  as  near  right,   as  he  would 
know  the  law  as  well  as  anyone,  and  I  followed  that  form. 

Q.  Were  the   attorneys  of  Mr.   Stephenson  there  when  you 
were  using  your  judgment  as  to  the  form  of  it? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  to  that. 

Q.  You  don't  know? 

A.  I  talked  with  them  at  different  times. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  were  present  when  it  was  be- 
ing made  up? 

A.  No,  I  don't  know.     I  didn't  help  make  it  up. 

Q.  Yon  made  suggestions  as  to  how  it  should  be  made  up? 

A.  I  made  not  only  suggestions,  but  I  stipulated,  or  stated, 
how  I  wanted  it  made  up. 

<v>.  You  wrote  it  out,  how  you  wanted  it  made? 

A.  Yes.  filled  in  the  names  of  some  of  them. 

Q.   Were  his  attorneys  present  when  you  did  that? 

A.  I  don't  think  so. 

Q.  That   was  about  two  weeks  ago.  wasn't  it? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  that  account  is  that  you  had  before 
you  when  you  were  making  this  one  up  that  was  filed  with  the 
-secretary  of  state? 

A.  No. 

Q.  What  became  of  it  after  it  passed  out  of  your  hands? 

A.  I  didn't  see  it  more  than — oh,  it  might  have  been  an  hour 
or  half  an  hour,  possibly. 

Q.  And  what  became  of  it  after  that? 

A.  Well,  I  think  it  was  in  Mr.  Sackett's  possession  since  that 
time. 

Q.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  destroying  the  memor- 
anda or  cards  on  which  the  accounts  were  kept,  there  in  the 
office? 

A.  No. 

Q,  Or  with  suggesting  that  they  be  destroyed? 

A.  No,   sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  way  of  knowing  why  they  were  destroyed  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  they  were. 

Q.  You  don't  know  of  any  orders  being  given  on  this  fund 
in   the   Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank,   or   in   Mr.   Puelicher's  hands. 

You  understand  that  they  were  receipts,  instead  of  orders, 
as  I  get  your  testimony.     Is  that  right? 
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A.  I  don't  remember  the  nature  of  the  receipt  or  order,  but 
it  must  be  assumed  that  it  was  under  both;  at  any  rate  whatever 
I  signed,  which  may  be  called  a  receipt  <>r  order,  was  taken  over 

to  the  bank  and  the  money   was  obtained  on    it.  mid  that   was 
considered  all  that  was  necessary. 

Q.  Yon  don't  know  whether  it  was  in  the  form  id"  a  receipt  or 
order  ? 

A.  Why,  I  assume  in  your  questioning  that  it  was  a  receipt.  I 
wouldn't  be  positive  as  to  the  wording  of  it.  Senator. 

O.  Now.  these  matters  that  were  paid  out  after  you  came  there, 
like  the  question  of  newspaper  advertising,  was  Mr.  Usher's 
judgment  used  in  connection  with  that,  or  did  you  determine 
whether  or  not  a  payment  should  be  made  to  newspapers? 

A.  Very  largely  Mr.  Usher's  judgment  controlled  in  that  case. 

O.  Veil,  finally,  your  judgment  controlled.  That  is,  Mr.  Usher 
would  advise  and  make  the  suggestions,  but,  as  I  understood  your 
testimony  yesterday,  you  finally  determined  whether  or  not  the 
payment  should  be  mad?,  as  general  manager  of  the  campaign? 

A.  Not  in  many  instances,  because  Mr.  Usher  was  employed  be- 
fore I  went  there.     I  didn't  employ  him. 

O.  Well,  after  you  went  there  whose  judgment, — or,  wdio  au- 
dited the  bills  that  were  run  by  Mr.  Usher? 

A.  Well,  I  did  not. 

O.  You  did  n<  >t  ? 

A.  No. 

O.  Wrho  drew  the  receipts  or  orders  upon  which  these  payments 
were  made,  the  expenses  made  by  Mr.  Usher  in  connection  with 
the  newspapers  ? 

A.  May  I  enlarge  a  little  on  my  other  answer?  I  think  there 
were  one  or  two  instances  where  bills  were  in  question,  perhaps, 
that  I  was  asked  if  I  knew  anything  about  it;  but  I  did  not  audit 
Mr.  Usher's  bills. 

O.  Did  you  make  any  payment,  or  draw  any  orders  or  receipts. 
for  money  to  pay  to  Mr.  Usher  ? 

A.   I  don't  think  one. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  did  ?  Do  you  know  who  made  these  pay- 
ments to  these  various  newspapers  that  are  mentioned  in  this  Ex- 
hibit 49? 

A.  Of  my  own  knowledge.  I  do  not. 

O.  Under  the  heading  "Newspaper  advertising"  on  page  912 
41 
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and  page  913,  in  this  Exhibit  49.     You  didn't  have  anything  to  do 
with  making  those  payments  ? 

A.   Well,  of  course,  I  don't  know  what  those  are,  Senator. 

Q.   You  arc   familiar  with  this  account   which  was  filed  here. 
fhere  arc  two  pages  of  that  account  headed  "Newspaper  adver- 
tising/' pages  912  and  913.     Now.  that  fund.  I  suppose,  came  out 
of  this  money  that  was  in  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank,  did  it? 

A.  Oh,  yes,  I  think  so.     I  assume  so. 

0.  On  whose  receipt  or  order  was  that  paid  out? 

A.  Well,  now.  there  (referring  to  memorandum)  is  an  item 
"'Smith.  Oconto  balls."  that  I  assume  that  I  made.  Of  course,  I 
used  to  live  at  Oconto  '-"alls,  and  1  knew  Mr.  Smith.  I  don't 
know  that  any  of  the  other  gentlemen  did.  I  don't  remember 
having  paid  it. 

Q.  Although  you  were  general  manager  of  this  campaign,  there 
in  the  office  during  all  the  campaign,  you  don't  know  who  did 
authorize  those  payments;  that  is,  who  drew  the  orders  or  re- 
ceipts up  in  which  the  money  was  drawn: 

A.  Xo.  of  my  own  knowledge  I  don't  know.  1  assume,  how- 
ever, Air.  Sackett  did  :  as  that  kind  of  work  was  in  his  hands. 

Q.  Then  the  paying  of  newspaper  advertising  was  in  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Sackett.  was  it  ? 

A.  The  payment  of  all  bills,  yes,  except  those  that  I  contracted. 
was  in  his  hands. 

Q.  l)id  you  pass  upon  these  bills  in  any  form,  these  advertising 
bills? 

A.  In  a  general  way.  no.  There  may  have  been  instances 
where  the}'  were  submitted  to  me.  but  ordinarily  I  did  not. 

(J.  Then  your  understanding,  as  general  manager  of  that  cam- 
paign, is  that  Mr.  I  "slier  determined  that  these  expenses  should  be 
made,  and  that  Mr.  Sackett  simply  drew  the  receipts  or  orders  for 
them  ? 

A.  Yes,  except  that  in  certain  instances  I  consulted  with  Mr. 
Usher  when  he  came  in  to  talk  with  me:  for  instance,  that  adver- 
tising in  the  "Kock  Advertising  Agency;"  and  I  agreed  with  him 
that  that  was  a  good  plan. 

Q.   You  had  nothing  to  do  with  employing  Mr.  Usher? 

A.   Xo.  sir. 

Q.  And  you  don't  know  what  his  agreement  was,  or  just  what 
power  he  had,  in  connection  with  the  campaign  ? 

A.    Xo.  sir;  except  through  hearsay,  after  I  got  there,  of  course. 
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Q.  I  didn't  quite  understand  why  it  was  that  you  had  a  fund  of 
your  own  in  the  bank,  when  it  was  understood  that  disbursements 
were  to  be  made  through  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  hank,  or  through 
Mr.  Puelicher.     Will  you  explain? 

A.  Isn't  it  sufficient  that  I  did  have  it?  1  don't  know  that  there 
was  any  particular  reason  for  it,  except  that  I  asked  for  it. 

O.   Yes,  I  would  like  the  reason,  if  there  was  a  reason. 

A.  1  don't  know  that  there  was  any  reason,  except  1  asked  for 
it. 

(J.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  you  asked  for  it  when  here 
was  this  genera]  fund  that  yon  had  authority  and  power  to  con- 
trol ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  I  have  a  recollection  of  a  reason  for  having 
asked  for  it. 

Q.    Will  you  tell  the  committee  what  it  was  ' 

A.  Yes,  I  guess  1  will.  I  would  prefer  not  to.  hut  if  you  insist 
upon  it  1  will  do  s< ». 

O.  Well.  1  would  like  to  know,  because  it  seems  a  little  unusual 
that  there  should  he  two  sources  of  these  expenditures. 

A.  Well.  Senator,  if  the  principal  who  had  the  money  to  spend 
was  willing  to  divide  it  into  two  hank  accounts,  and  the  man  who 
was  spending  it  asked  that  it  he  spent  in  that  way.  is  it  unusual 
that  lie  should  spend  it  in  two  different  places? 

Q.   Well,  we  won't  ask  that  question  now. 

A.  I  saw  if  you  insist  on  my  answering  the  question  I  will  do 
so. 

(J.  1  don't  think  any  of  us  want  anything  concealed  here,  so  I 
will  insist  on  it. 

A.  The  only  reason  1  would  prefer  not  to  say  is  that  I  do  not 
really — it  i>  not  for  me  to  say  your  reasons,  of  course.  There 
was  some  objection  in  my  mind.  I  felt  that  there  was  some  ob- 
jection {■>  certain  men  whom  i  wanted  to  have  work  for  Mr. 
Stephenson,  going  over  to  the  bank  and  consulting  with  Mr.  Pue- 
licher. They  were  not  personal  friends  of  his,  perhaps  ;  and  in  a 
ease  of  that  kind  1  thought  it  would  he  advisable  for  me  to  issue 
checks. 

Senator  1  lusting:     A  little  louder;  I  can't  hear  you. 

(  Last  answer  of  the  witness  read.  ) 

Y\ "itness :  There  was  no  concealment  of  any  kind  in  the  man- 
ner of  paying  out  this  money,  as  I  did.  through  the  other  bank. 
It  was  simply  the  thought  that  there  might  be  some  arrangements 
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that  I  would  make  with  men  who  would  prefer  to  deal  with  me 
alone. 

O.  Well,  of  course,  if  they  could  make  a  deal  with  you  vou 
eould  simply  give  them  one  of  these  receipts  and  they  could  draw 
the  money,  without  having  any  transaction  with  Mr.  Puelicher. 

A.   Perhaps  they  could. 

O.  Now,  there  was  still  another  fund  here,  as  I  understand  it, 
somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  $5000.  which  came  to  vou  in 
the  form  of  cashier's  checks,  in  addition  to  this  $5000  which  was 
placed  to  your  credit  in  some  bank? 

A..  L  think  1  explained  that  fully  yesterday,  that  account, — my 
account  in  the  hank  was  placed  there — was  made  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  for  my  personal  expenses. 

O.  That  is.  the  $5000? 

A.  No,  it  started  in  with  $500.  I  don't  think  it  was  contem- 
plated that  any  large  amount  would  he  placed  there;  hut  I  drew 
on  the  five  hundred  and  when  that  was  gone  it  was  replenished  by 
another  two  or  three  or  five.      I  don't  remember  how  much  in  all. 

O.  There  was  a  portion  of  this,  T  don't  remember  whether 
$4900  or  what  it  was,  that  you  didn't  check  out.  wasn't  there? 

A.  Oh.  not  at  all.  Any  of  it  that  went  to  my  credit  in  the  bank, 
C  cheeked  out. 

O.  I  know  you  checked  it  out.  but  there  was  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  $5000  came  to  you  in  the  form  of  cashier's  checks,  wasn't 
there. 

A.   No.— Oh.  you  refer  to  the  $4900? 

O.  I  don't  know  exactly  the  amount,  but  I  think  $4900? 

A.  I  explained  that  fully  yesterday.  I  am  willing  to  explain  it 
ag"ain,  if  it  is  necessary. 

Q.  I  didn't  understand  your  explanation  yesterday,  why  you 
had  that  separate  account  there. 

A.  1  just  explained  to  you  how  I  happened  to  have  any  account 
of  that  kind,  a  check  account  at  the  bank.  It  was  the  first  day  or 
two  when  I  started  in  I  was  advised — possibly  I  asked  for  it,  I 
don't  remember — anyway  there  was  a  credit  made  at  the  bank  and 
a  check  book  was  given  to  me,  and  I  checked  that  out  as  occasion 
demanded. 

Q.  Those  were  the  checks  you  gave  us  yesterday? 

A.  Oh,  no,  that  was  in  the  National  Exchange  bank;  but  this 
account  is  a  part  of  the  $5000  amount  you  refer  to,  in  the  Mar- 
shall &  Tlslev  bank. 
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Q.  I  was  not  asking-  you  about  that.  1  think  the  amount  was 
$4900.      What  form  did  that  come  to  you  in? 

A.  Why,  the  amount,  as  I  explained  yesterday.  Senator, — as- 
suming- that  the  amount  that  was  placed  to  my  credit  in  that  ac- 
count by  Mr.  Puelicher  was  $1000,  there  was  an  additional 
amount,  say  of  $1900,  as  I  recollect  it.  I  am  not  positive,  be- 
cause I  have  not  seen  the  records,  or  check  books,  since,  but  what- 
ever that  amount  was.  in  addition  to  the  amount  he  placed,  was 
placed  there  by  me;, and  that  amount  was  placed  to  the  credit  of 
my  check  account  in  the  bank,  and  it  was  made  up  of,  as  you  saw. 
cashier's  checks  or  drafts  that  had  been  issued  to  individuals;  and 
later,  instead  of  sending  out  those  particular  amounts,  they  were 
deposited  in  this  check  account,  and  checked  out;  so  that  they 
appear  on  the  stub  of  my  check  book;  and  they  also  appear,  I  as- 
sume, in  the  bank  as  cashier's  checks  or  drafts,  whatever  thej 
were. 

O.  You  accounted  yesterday  for  the  expenditure  of  about 
$5000  here? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  in  the  National  Exchange  bank. 

Q.  That  is  all  you  accounted  for;  that  is  all  you  gave  yester- 
day  a   detailed   statement  of? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  also  spent  in  the  neighborhood  of  $5,000  more,  didn't 
you  1 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  way  of  accounting  for  that? 

A.  As  I  said  yesterday,  that  is  undoubtedly  part  of  the 
records  that  will  be  produced,  that  were  to  be  produced,  this 
morning. 

.Q.  You  have  not.  yourself,  any  means  of  telling  the  com- 
mittee how  that  was  spent? 

A.  No,  except  from  the  stubs  of  the  cheek  book,  or  the  cheeks 
here. 

Q.  You   have   them   here  ! 

A.  No.  sir.  I  left  that,  as  I  said  yesterday;  I  left  it  in  the 
office. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  this  account  here.  Exhibit  49,  to  de- 
termine whether  or  not  that  $5,000.  or  whatever  the  amount 
is.  is  included  in   that  statement? 

A.  No.  sir,  I  have  not  examined  the  statement  at  all 

Q.  I  wish  you  would,  when  you  get  an  opportunity  to  do  so. 
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A.  If  you  will  pardon  me.  I  had  thought  that  the  statement 
that  you  asked  for  yesterday,  or  day  before,  from  Mr.  Sackett 
and  Puelicher,  would  be  here  this  morning,  and  I  could  re- 
fresh my  memory  from  that.  That  is  the  reason  I  have  not 
checked  up  at  all. 

The  Chairman:  If  you  want  to  refer' to  that  it  is  here  on 
the  table,  and  in  answer  to  any  of  these  questions  you  are  at 
liberty   to   do   so.   I  suppose. 

Q.  You  caused  those  cashier's  checks  to  he  issued  to  different 
individuals? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  yon  took  possession  of  those  cheeks  yourself? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Were  they  payable  to  those  different  individuals,  or  to 
hearer  .' 

A.  To  the  different  individuals. 

Q.  Did  you   gel    them   to  endorse  them  afterwards.' 

A.   I   did  not. 

Q.  How  did  yon  turn  them  in  to  your  account? 

A.  I  think  I  am  subject  to  criticism,  perhaps,  from  the  hank, 
or  from  those  individuals,  if  they  ever  object,  for  having  signed 
their  name,  "by"  myself.  I  asked  for  the  draft  to  be  drawn; 
it  was  on  my  order.  I  did  not  use  them.  I  put  them  into  my 
account  and  1  feel  that  the  only  criticism  that  could  come  to 
me  was  from  Mr.  Puelicher.  who  was  looking  after  the  hank's 
affairs;  and  if  I  could  satisfy  him  that  I  was  not  using  the 
money  improperly,  for  my  purposes,  and  that  it  went  for  the 
purposes  in  connection  with  the  campaign  I  felt  that  T  was 
justified   in  doing  it. 

Q.  That  is.  yon  had  them  drawn  in  that  way  to  convince  Mr. 
Puelicher  that  that  money  was  going  to  somebody  who  was 
doing  work  in  the  campaign  .' 

A.  No.  T  had  those  drafts  drawn  when  the  amount  in  the 
bank.  I  was  told. was  getting  low ;  and  I  had  obligated  myself  for 
certain  amounts,  and  I  wanted  to  be  sure  there  was  enough  in 
the  bank  to  take  care  of  those  accounts.  I  drew  those  amounts 
not  knowing  exactly  what  the  amount  to  each  individual  to 
whom  they  were  drawn  would  he.  It  was  not  in  an  effort  to 
deceive  Mr.  Puelicher  or  Mr.  Sackett  or  anyone,  because  Mr. 
Sackett  took  -those  receipts— if  it  was  receipts,  or  orders,  to  the 
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bank,  the  same  as  he  did  the  rest  of  them,  and  I  go1  those 
amounts.  But,  instead  of  mailing  them  I  kept  them  in  my 
desk,  and  later  deposited  some  of  them  and  used  them  in  this 
account. 

Q.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  money  out  of  the 
hank  while  there  was  money  there,  instead  of  waiting  until  it 
was  all  gone? 

A.  I   should  think  that   covered  the   ground. 

<x>.  About  what  time  in  the  campaign  was  this.' 

A.  I  should  say  all  those  amounts  I  speak  of.  in  excess  of 
perhaps  $1,000,  was  the  last  week  of  the  campaign. 

Q.  Senator  Stephenson  said  when  he  was  upon  the  stand 
that  he  turned  over  to  you  and  some  other  gentlemen  $111,000 
and  upwards;  and  that  you  and  these  other  gentlemen  had  ac- 
counted to  him  for  $107,000  and  upwards.  He  also  said  that 
this  balance  was  in  your  hands,  first,  and  then,  he  said,  in  your 
hands  and  Mr.  Puelieher's,  1  believe.  Do  you  know  where  this 
balance   is  .' 

A.  1  do  not  want  to  criticize  Mr.  Stephenson  in  any  state- 
ment that  he  makes,  but  the  statement  that  he  made,  as  I  read 
it  in  the  papers,  was  not  fair  to  me.  Every  dollar  that  he 
placed  in  my  hands  for  distribution  1  expended;  and  I  either 
expended  it  or  returned  it  to  him  in  a  check.  That  matter 
should  have  been  stated  and  stated  distinctly  at  that  time,  as 
1  state  it  now. 

Q.  That  was  that  $10,000? 

A.  No.  sir.  it  was  $5,000. 

Q.  This  is  the  fund  that  you  had  authority  to  draw  upon  in 
the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank,  or  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Puelicher 
who  was  cashier  of  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  That  he  was  referring  to.  Now.  T  ask  you  where  that  bal- 
ance is,  that  $3,500,  approximately,  of  that  fund  that  was 
placed  in  the  bank  ? 

A.  A  part  of  the  difference  between  the  $111,000  and  the 
$107,000  is  the  $500  or  practically  that  that  I  returned  to  him. 
Xow.  the  balance.  I  don't  know  about,  because  that  never 
came  into  my  possession.  It  went  to  the  bank,  or  to  Mr.  Pue- 
licher, and  was  handled  by  him  ;  whether  he  returned  it  to  him 
or  not,  that  is  a  matter  for  him  to  settle  with  Mr.  Stephenson. 
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Q.  So  far  as  you  arc  concerned  you  don't  know  where  th?* 
balance  is? 

A.  No.  I  do  not. 

0-  When  yon  were  managing  this  campaign  was  it  your  cus- 
tom to  send  out  into  different  parts  of  the  state  and  have  gentle- 
men come  into  Milwaukee  and  you  interview  them  with  refer- 
ence to  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q,  You  did  that  in  many  instances? 

A.  Many    instances,   yes,    sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  call  gentlemen  in  there  in  that  way  without  know- 
ing whether  they  were  for  or  against  Senator  Stephenson,  up 
to  that  time? 

A.  I  think  in  every  instance,  so  far  as  1  remember  at  least. 
that  I  had  been  told  that  they  were  supporters  of  Stephenson. 
It  was  not  my  intention  at  any  time  to  call  in  supporter.-, 
of  other  candidates  to  hire  them  for  .Mr.   Stephenson. 

Q.  Did  you  not  employ,  oi-  attempl  to  employ,  men  to  work 
for  Senator  Stephenson  without  reference  to  whether  or  not  they 
were  for  ef  against  him.  to  begin  with.' 

A.    I    don 't   think'  so. 

Q.  Without  ascertaining  or  making  any  effort  to  ascerta  n 
whether  they  were  for  or  against  him? 

A.   Why.  I  should  say  I  did  not  employ  anyone  in  that  way. 

0.  Without  first  ascertained  whether  he  was  favorable  to 
him? 

A.    I   think  in   no  instance  did   I   do  that. 

Q.  Did  yon  call  in.  among  others,  newspaper  men  in  the 
state,  into  Milwaukee,  to  interview  them;' 

A.    I  don't  r. 'collect  now  a  single  newspaper  man  that  I  called 
in.     There  may  have  been  some,  but  1  don't   recollect  them  now. 
<L>.   Mr.   Usher  had  charge  of  that   work   principally,  with  the 
newspaper  men.   as    I    understand   it? 

A.  Oh.  in  case  of  calling  in  anyone  i  think  I  would.  I  don't 
think  that  he  would  have  done  that,  ordinarily. 

0.    Did  yon  have  a   conversation,  yourself,  with   Mr.   Epling, 
whose  name  I  noticed  on  your  stub  yesterday? 
A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Ami  that  was  in  connection  with  the  campaign,  was  it? 
A.  Yes.  sir.     I  asked   him  to  go  somewhere   in   the  state.     T 
had  never  met  him  before,  but  I  asked  him  to  go. 
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<^.  Do  you  remember  anything  about  the  transaction  .' 

A.  In  detail ! 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  do  not. 

0.  Do  you  remember  the  nature  of  the  work  lie  was  to  do? 

A.  Yes,  he  said  that  he  had  quite  a  large  acquaintance — in 
fact  I  had  been  told  that  before,  that  he  had  a  large  acquaint- 
ance in  different  parts  of  the  state,  and  he  could  aid  Mr.  Steph- 
enson. 

Q,  I  notice  another  item  of  $200,  later  in  this  account,  to 
Mr.  Epling.     Do  you  know  what  that  was  paid  for"? 

A.  I  do  not.  1  assume  for  expenses  of  services  rendered; 
something  of  that   kind. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  il   was  on  your  order  or  not  ? 

A.  I  haven't  a  definite  recollection  of  it.  1  assume  that  ii 
was.  I  think  the  arrangement  for  any  money  paid  Mr.  Epling 
were  made  by  me. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  workers  for  Mr.  Stephenson 
throughout  the  state,  in  various  parts  of  the  state,  were,  before 
the  primary  election,  reporting  to  voters  that  if  Senator 
Stephenson  was  nominated  that  he  would  contribute  a  certain 
amount,  in  the  neighborhood  of  $10,000.  to  a  Lutheran  school 
or  church  society  of  some  kind,  over  at  Watertown? 

A.  Xo. 

Q.  Did  you  authorize  anyone  to  make  any  statement  of  that 
kind,  or  any  statement  with  reference  to  any  institution  at 
Watertown  ! 

A.  Absolutely  none. 

Q.  If  such  a  statement  was  authorized,  and  if  that  was  used 
throughout  the  state,  it  was  authorized  by  someone  other  than 
you  ? 

A.   It  was  without  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  that  was  being  used  largely  throughout 
the  state? 

A.  No.  sir.  this  is  the  first  time  I  ever  heard  the  statement  or 
charge. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  this  Exhibit  -19  at  all  ? 
■  A.  No,  sir. 

(Witness  shown  copy  of  Exhibit  49.) 

Q.  You  are  familiar  with  this  exhibit.  No.  49 ;  that  is.  you 
42 
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were  familiar  with  it  before  the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom 
payments  were  made  were  added,  were  yon  not? 

A.  Well.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  ever  saw  anything  just  like 
this,  or  not.     I   know   it  was  not  in  this  form. 

Q.  I  see  in  this  exhibit  here  three  items  paid  to  L.  II.  Stevens, 
amounting  to  .^528.92.  Can  you  give  the  committee  any  in- 
formation wth  reference  to  what  that  was  paid  to  Mr.  Stevens 
fur.' 

A.  Organizing  in  the  county  where  he  lived. 

(^.  I  don't  know  but  what  you  stated  yesterday  where  you 
first   saw    Mr.    Stevens.     Was   it    in    .Milwaukee.' 

A.  Yes.  in  Milwaukee. 

Q.  Did  you  write  out.  or  telephone  out.  to  eall  him  in? 

A.  No.  sir.  When  1  returned  from  my  eastern  trip,  before 
taking  charge  or  going  into  the  office  at  alb — I  returned  along' 
in  the  afternoon  of  a  certain  day.  and  there  were  present  in 
the  office  at  the  time  Mr.  Stevens  and  Mr.  -  -  I  don't  recall. 

some  man  from  Iowa  county.  What  conversation  there  was 
relative  to  the  work  to  be  done,  and  relative  to  their  helping 
in  organizing  the  counties  had  been  gone  over.  I  assume  at 
least  it  was  not  after  I  got  there,  in  any  degree,  although  1  had 
a  short  talk  with  Mi-.  Stevens  and  1  think  perhaps  he  was  in 
possibly  once  during  the  campaign  although  I  am  not  sure  even 
of  that. 

Q.  Did  you  make  the  arrangement  with  him  to  organize 
( rrant  county  ? 

A.    I  didn't  make  it.  but  1  ratified  it  after  I   got  there. 

<L>.  Was  there  any  agreement  as  to  what  he  was  to  do  in  the 
way  of  organizing  the  county.' 

A.  No.  sir.  As  I  said.  I  just  came  in  on  the  train,  and  he 
was  waiting  there,  and  I  met  him:  end  in  a  general  way  he  was 
to  organize  the  county;  but,  I  had  less  time  with  him  than 
almost  any  man   in  connection  with  the  campaign,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  you  pay,  or  authorize  the  payment  to  Mr.  Stevens  of 
any  sum  at  the  time  he  was  there  in  your  office  the  first  time" 

A.  My  recollection  is  that  he  was  to  be  paid,  I  think.  $3  a  day 
and  expenses  for  what  he  did  in  Grant  county:  though  I  am 
not   absolutely  positive   about  it. 

<v>.   Do  you  think-  that  answers  my  question  .' 

A.   If  it  doesn't,  and  vou  will  ask  it  again — 
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( Question  read.) 

A.  Doesn't  that  answer  {tart  of  the  question,  "authorize  the 
payment  '!"  If  not.  I  will  say  that  no  money  was  paid  him,  to 
my  reei il lection,  at  that  time. 

Q.  No  payment  was  made  to  him  at  that  time  .' 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Some  time  afterwards  $528  was  paid  to  him.  was  it  not, 
at  some  time  or  times  .' 

A.  I  don't  recollect,  hut  the  records  will  show  definitely. 

Q.  Did  those  bills  come  in  to  you.  or  those  requests  for  that 
payment  of  money,  whatever  was  paid  to  him? 

A.  Why.  I  assume  so. 

Q.  Did  any  statement  come  in  from  Mr.  Stevens  as  to  the 
number  of  days  that  he  had  spent  in  conneeton  with  the  cam- 
paign '! 

A.  If  so,  I  didn't  see  it. 

Q.  Then  if  there  was  an  agreement  to  pay  him  a  certain 
amount  per  day.  you  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  that  agree- 
ment afterwards,  did  you? 

A.  As  to  that.  I  don't  know.  Those  letters  never  came  to 
me.     That  part  of  the  mail  never  came  to  me  at  all. 

Q.  Before  you  authorized  the  payment  of  these  amounts  there 
was  something  came  to  you  to  call  it  to  your  attention,  wasn't 
there  ? 

A.  Oh,  yes,  either  I  saw  him.  or  he  telephoned,  or  we  must 
have  received  word  in  some  way  that  he  wanted  money. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know,  did  any  statement  come  into  the  office 
there  at  any  time  as  to  the  amount  of  time  that  Mr.  Stevens  had 
spent  in  that  campaign  .' 

A.  No.  not  as  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  And  when  you  paid,  or  authorized  the  payment,  of  this 
$528.  you  did  not  know  whether  he  worked  one  day  or  one  hun- 
dred days,  did  you? 

A.  I  don't  know  what  I  knew  about  it.  I  don't  remember 
now. 

Q.  From  your  system  of  doing  business  during  that  cam- 
paign, can  you  give  the  committee  any  idea  as  to  whether  you 
inquired  into  that  or  not? 

A.  As  to  whether  this  was  for  services  or  for  some  other  pur- 
pose, or  expenses? 
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Q.  Yes. 

A.  No,  I  think  if  he  got  any  money  he  made  me  feel  sure  that 
it  was  due  him  ;  and  that  he  needed  it  in  organizing'  the  county, 
and  I  paid  it. 

Q.  Did  you  state  that  there  was  an  agreement  between  you 
and  Mr.  Stevens,  or  an  agreement  made  in  your  presence,  that 
Mr.  Stevens  was  to  have  $3  a  day  ? 

A.  I  say  I  dislike  to  make  a  statement  of  that  kind,  because 
I  am  not  absolutely  sure.  That  was  the  first  day,  and  I  am 
not  positive  what  it  was,  but  that  is  my  recollection. 

Q.  If  such  an  arrangement  was  made  with  him  it  was  differ- 
ent from  your  usual  custom,  wasn't  it? 

A.  No,  I  think  at  that  time  whatever  arrangements  had  been 
made  were  largely  along  that  line.  As  I  said,  that  was  the  first 
day  when  I  got  there. 

Q.  Oh.  that  was  your  first  day  there  :' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  prior  to  that  time  you  think  they  had  been  making 
bargains  as  to  how  much  per  day  the  workers  were  to  receive? 

A.  I  assume  that  was  the  case  in  some  instances,  because  it 
was  in  the  case  of  this  man  who  was  in  that  day. 

Q.  That  is.  you  think  it  was. 

Q.  You   don't    want   to  lie   positive   about   that? 

A.  Of  course.  T  wasn't  there,  and  don't  know  it;  but  I  know 
of  one  other  instance  where  there  was  a  payment  made  that  way. 

Q.  After  you  came  there  was  that  your  custom,  to  make  such 
arrangements  as  that:  that  is.  to  fix  a  certain  price  a  person  was 
to  have  for  certain  services? 

A.   No,  I  think  not — that  is,  per  day. 

Q.  Well,  per  week,  or  per  anything  else. 

A.  Of  course,  anyone  who  is  employed  to  work,  and  reports 
from  the  office,  and  goes  out  and  in,  he  would  be  paid,  usually, 
by  the  day  or  by  the  month,  or  something  of  that  kind;  but 
ordinarily  in  county  work  the  work  in  that  county  was  left  in 
his  charge,  and  what  was  necessary,  in  his  judgment,  was  paid. 

Q.  Is  that  all  the  information  you  can  give  with  reference  to 
these  $528  ? 

A.  As  to  the  expenditures,  yes. 

Q.  That  is,  you  cannot  give  the  committee  any  further  light 
as  to  what  portion  of  it,  or  approximately  even  what  portion 
of  it,  was  for  services,  and  what  portion  was  for  disbursements? 
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A.  No.  I  do  no1  know  what  was  fur  services,  and  what  for 
disbursements. 

Q.  And  as  1  understand  you,  you  don'1  know  that  you  knew 
'at  the  time  you  audited  the  bill? 

A.  As  I  said  before,  I  presume  that  I  did.  Of  course,  I 
would  hardly  pay  out  a  hundred  or  two  hundred  dollars  at  a 
time  without  feeling  confident  in  my  mind  that  it  was  just 
and  the  proper  amount  to  be  paid. 

Q.  Well,  as  I  understood  your  testimony  yesterday,  yon  did 
not  take  pains  to  find  out  how  much  was  tor  services,  ami  now 
much  was  for  disbursements? 

A.  I  don't  think  I' went  into  that  in  every  instance.  Prob- 
ably  I  did  in  some. 

Q.   That   is.   instead   of   inquiring  just   what   they  had  done, 
you  relied  upon  the  man  paid  stating  it  properly? 
A.  I  think  quite  largely. 

(l  In  a  great  many  instances  you  paid  in  advance,  dMal 
you  \ 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.   Before  any  work  had  been  done  at  all.     That  is.  when  yom 
called  them  into  Milwaukee  you  paid  them  a  hundred  or  i 
hundred  or  more  .' 

A.   Yes.   in  some  instances. 

<L>.  And  without  any  agreement  as  to  just  what  they  were  ta 
do.  or  how  they  were  to  spend  the  money,  or  how  much  fimfi 
they  were  to  put  in  ? 

A.  Yes.  that  would  be  left  to  their  judgment. 
0.   These  items  that  appear  in  this  Exhibit  49  you  have  be- 
fore you.  under  the  term  "general;"  can  you  give  any  further 
explanation,  or  throw  any  further  light  than  is  thrown  by  tltal 
word  "general  .'" 

A.  The  statement  is  not  here. 
Statement  handed  to  witness.  I 
Q.  Take  those  items  on  the  first   page,  page  897  of  our  rec- 
ord.    I  see  an  item  "general  expense,  &KH);"  and  a  little  fur- 
ther down   the  word  '-general.  .$250."     Now,  I  say,  can  yon 
throw  any  further  light  on  items  like  that  .' 

A.  No.  sir.  I  haven't  any  recollection  of  it.  It  is  possible,  in 
going  over  the  statement,  to  pick  out  certain  ones.  If  yon 
know  of  any  particular  ones  I   might  recall  attention,  but  I 
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don't  recoiled  anything  of  those  particular  items,  or  any 
others  I  have  seen. 

Q.  That  word  "general"  docs  not  even  bring  to  your  mind 
the  slightest  idea  as  to  how  that  money  was  spent,  or  what  it 
was  spent  for  ? 

A.  Not  at  all. 

'-^.   And  yon  have  no  way  of  telling? 

A.   No.  sir;  not  any  way  at  all. 

Q.  Either  from  memory  or  any  memorandum  yon  have  ac- 
cess to? 

A.  No.  sir,  none  whatever. 

Q.  Something  has  been  said  about  a  Mr.  Mayer  of  Platte- 
villc.  to  whom  yon  made  a  payment.  Did  Mr.  Mayer  come 
there  to  Milwaukee  ! 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.  That  arrangement,  perhaps  you  told  us  yesterday,  was 
made  by  telephone  .' 

A.  I  am  quite  sure,  by  telephone.  I  am  quite  sure  I  never 
saw  Mi'.  Mayer  until  alter  the  campaign. 

Mr.  Whitman:    That  is  Mayer  of  Lancaster. 

(,).  And  before  yon  called  him  up  by  'phone  did  yon  attempt 
to  ascertain  whether  or  not  he  was  a  Stephenson  man? 

A.  Someone  told  me.  I  don't  know  where  1  secured  the  in- 
formation, I  am  sure,  but  I  never  called  up  anyone  that  I  was 
not  confident  was  a  Stephenson  man;  because  1  wouldn't  want 
to  say  anything  to  him  that  he  might  peddle. 

Q.  You  didn't  know,  or  have  any  reason  to  believe,  at  the 
time  yon  called  him  up  that  he  had  some  of  Mr.  Cook  's  money 
in  his  possession  for  work  in  the  campaign,  did  yon.' 

A.  I  haven't  any  reason  for  believing  anything  of  that  kind 
of  Mr.  Meyer,  and  I  don't  believe  he  did. 

(I   You  didn't  know  then,  and  haven't  learned  since,  that  he 

did  have? 

A.   Not  through  any  authoritative  source,  no.  sir. 

Q.  You  have  heard  that  he  did.  haven't  you? 

A.   I  think  it  was  stated  here  by  someone  on  the  stand. 

Q.  Hadn't  you  heard  it  before  that? 

A.   Never  heard  it  before,  no.  sir. 

Q.  AY  as  that  $200  the  only  payment  made  to  Mr.  Meyer  dur- 
ing the  campaign  ? 

A.  The  payment  that  I  made  to  him.' 
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Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  am  not  positive;  if  so,  it  must  be  in  this  list.  It  is  not 
in  my  cheek  book. 

Q.  Might  it  not  be  ander  that  word  "general  $250"  or  some- 
thing like  that .' 

A.  I  don't  know,  because  I  don't  know  how  Mr.  Sackett,  in 
making-  up  this  report. — what  items  he  put  in  the  "general." 

Q.  You  have  seen  an  account  very  similar  to  this  in  which 
that  word  "general"  is  used  all  the  way  through,  haven't  you.' 

A.  Oh.  yes.  The  report  or  statement  I  saw  was  somewhat 
similar  to  this:  and  that  statement  was  used  in  it — that  word 
"general. " 

The  Chairman:  IF  there  are  any  of  these  items  that  Mr. 
Sackett,  who  sits  by  your  side,  can  throw  any  light  on  as  yon 
go  along,  it  might  shorten  this,  although  it  might  he  slightly 
informal. 

Mi1.  Sackett  :  1  will  say  to  the  committee  that  on  those 
items  marked  "general"  I  intended  to  include  money  paid  to 
persons  who  were  not  working  in  any  special  one  locality. 
which  could  he  designated  there.  A  man  working  generally 
over  the  state.  or  generally  over  a  number  of  counties  was  put 
in  as  "general  organizing."  Now,  in  a  great  many  eases  I  have 
found  by  the  cashier's  checks  and  drafts  who  that  money  was 
paid  to  and  in  those  cases  I  have  noted  it  on  the  statement. 

I  will  say  right  here  that  the  statements  as  you  have  them. 
do  not  exactly  agree,  even  with  each  other:  and  I  have  gone 
through  and  checked  up  one.  and  possibly  it  would  be  well  now 
to  make  the  corrections  in  your  statement. 

The  Chairman:  Let  me  ask  this:  These  statements  which 
are  simply  labeled  "general,"  without  any  name  after  them. 
there  was  nothing  on  your  records  to  show  to  whom  the  money 
was  paid,  or  for  what  purpose. 

Mr.  Sackett :  Not  on  the  record  I  kept.  I  ascertained  the 
names,  in  a  great  many  cases,  from  the  checks. 

Q.  But  these  where  the  names  are  not  added  were  eases 
where  you  could  not.  either  from  memory  or  any  memorandum 
or  writing  of  any  kind,  determine  who  they  were  paid  to? 

Mr.  Sackett:    No,  I  could  not. 

The  Chairman:     Or  for  what  purpose? 

Mr.  Sackett :  No.  1  presume,  because  we  could  not  find 
the  checks,  most  of  them  were  made  in   cash. 
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Mr.  Hambrecht:  11  there  arc  any  typographical  errors 
wouldn't  it  be  a  good  thing  to  get  them  now.  if  he  has  them  in 
mind. 

Mr.  Chairman:  (to  Mr.  Sackett)  Were  they  numerous.' 
Mr.  Sackett:  Not  many:  an  error  once  in  awhile  in  a  check 
number.  I  notice  on  the  copy  that  I  have,  on  page  898 — Now, 
some  of  you  wll  find  under  the  date  8 — 8.  the  fourth  item,  to 
he-  Let  me  start  from  the  beginning  of  8 — 8  and  read  down, 
and  you  will  notice  the  mistake.  I  will  skip  the  explanation, 
if  I  may.  "General,"  without  any  explanation.  $250."  'Outa- 
gamie $50;"  "Grant  county;"  now  I  have  here  in  this  one. 
"$300."  It  should  he  "$25."  Some  will  find  it  one  way  and 
some  another.  It  should  he  $25.  "().  L.  Gust,  check  No. 
33470"-—]  will  tell  you  righl  here  how  thai  happened.  The 
typewriters — 

'I  he  ( hairnian  :     It  doesu  't   mat  ter. 

Mr.    Sackett:      Mow,    under    that    $25    for    Gust    should    be 
"Dane  comity.  A.  R.  Ames,  check  No.  33471,  $300." 
Senator  Rusting:     $300  instead  of  $350? 
Mi-.  Sackett  :     NO.  that  is  an  insertion. 
Now.  on  s   -10,  "Columbia  and  Adams  Co.."'  a  check  Dum- 
ber is  changed.    Youdon'1  care  about  that. 
The  ('hairnian:     You  mighl   give  il   to  us. 
Mi'.  Sackett  :    33505  is  correct. 

Now.  on  8—19,  on  page  899,  the  first  item,  you  will  find  "E. 
A.  E.,  *2<>n"  in  parenthesis,  but  carried  out  "$300."  We  put 
that  cheek  in  there  because  it  was  there,  but  it  does  not  cover 
the  whole  item:  so  that  probably  there  was  a  "general"  item 
paid  in  cash  or  otherwise  in  addition  to  that. 

The  Chairman:  That  should  read,  in  parenthesis.  "E.  A.  E., 
$200,"  and  then  in  parenthesis  "$300?" 

Mr.  Sackett  :  Yes.  Now.  if  you  will  he  careful  of  those  lit- 
tle  explanations.  I  have  one  more.  "Clark  Co..  8 — 28,  J.  II. 
Prank,  $125,"  and  "$140"  carried  out.  That  would  be  .$15  in 
cash,  probably. 

The  Chairman:    That  wouldn't  change  the  amount. 
Mr.  Sackett:    That  wouldn't  change  the  amount,  only  in  the 
explanation. 

"8  -22,"  on  the  same  page,  near  the  bottom,  "Brown 
County.*'     The   cheek   number  of  33725.     It  appears  to  have 
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been  written  "35."  On  the  bottom  oi  the  page  the  amount 
should  be  "$43.40"  instead  of  fifty  cents. 

"8—27,"  on  page  900,  "City  of  Fond  du  Lac,  R.  L.  Morse, 
$250."  There  was  another  $200  that  went  there  somewhere; 
I  don't  know  just  how.     I  haven't  the  check. 

"8 — 28."  first  item.  "City  of  Oconto:"  in  some  of  your 
copies  you  will  find  it  was  "II"  and  it  should  be  "G." 

Now,  in  "8—28,"  some  distance  down,  "E.  A.  E.,"  "15,  & 
20;"  and  then  there  was  a  general  item,  $15,  to  make  that  $50 
balance. 

"Jefferson  County,  $200"  with  no  explanation  on  your  cop- 
ies, cheek  No.  33777,  "II.  J.  Filter." 

Now.  down  three  or  four  items,  "advertising."  no  explana- 
tion on  your  copy,  and  check  No.  33780,  "J.  T.  Hanson.  $100." 

Near  the  bottom,  " Marshfield, "  "cheek  No.  33786,"  add  "W. 
B.  Raymond.  $35." 

The  last  item.  "Dane  County," — now,  in  looking  this  over. 
I  think  there  is  some  doubt  whether  that  is  Dan*1  county  or 
not.  I  have  put  a  question  mark  after  "Dane  County,'7  and 
"Appleton"  in  parenthesis;  and  "E.  A.  E.     A.  Bishop." 

Mr.  Hambrecht:    You  have  "A.  R.  Ames"  here. 

Mr.  Sackett:  Well.  A.  R.  Ames  was  intended  to  be  erased 
tli  ere. 

On  page  013.  the  last  item.  "$]  80."  I  have  a  receipt  for 
that  amount,  as  an  explanation. 

In  some  of  your  copies,  on  page  921,  fourth  item,  "traveling 
expenses"  you  will  find  "11"  up  there.  That  is  simply  where 
the  operator  struck  the  wrong  key. 

On  "8 — 20,"  on  the  same  page.  "Langemark,"  I  have  simply 
put  in  two  cheeks,  giving  the  numbers.  They  are  respectively^. 
$2  and  $3.  making  the  $5.  as  carried  out. 

On  page  922,  second  item,  check  to  McDonald,  "33715,"  in- 
stead of  "33755."     I  believe  that  is  all. 

Now,  there  is  one  more  thing:  We  have  a  "C  M.  Ham- 
bright"  in  this  account,  who  appears  several  times,  and  your 
Mr.  Hambrecht  has  called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
typewriter  wrote  it  "Hambrecht."  I  say  positively  that  that 
is  not  the  Hambright  that  is  meant.  It  should  be  "Hambright,r 
wherever  it  appears. 

Recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  February  25.  1909. 
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Two  P.  M.,  February  25th,  1909. 
Hearing  resumed.     All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

i  Examination  of  Mr.  Edmonds  continued  by  Senator  Marsh.,) 
<^>.  Have  you  Exhibit  4!)  before  you.  Mr.  Edmonds  .' 
A.   No.  sir.     That  has  left  this  end  of  the  table  again. 
i  Produced  by  the  clerk  and  handed  to  Mr.  Edmonds.) 
Q.   Have  ymi  had  an  opportunity  to  look  that  over  yet  sfo  as 
to  know  whether   that   $5,000,   or   approximately    that,   which 
you  spoke  of.  is  included  in  that  statement? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  haven't  cheeked  this,  hut  I  see  several  items 
that  are  marked  initials  E.  A.  E.  1  take  it  thai  these  are 
checks  I  must  have  drawn.  I  mighl  suggest,  if  I  may  offer  a 
suggestion,  1  inquired  if  the  stub  of  the  check  book  was  here, 

and  1   believe  it   is.  the  stub  of  that   check   hook. 

<v>.   Well,  could  you  gel  that  now.  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.    I  think  Mr.  Puelicher  told  me  that   he  had  it  here. 

(Produced  by  Mr.  Puelicher  and  handed  to  Mr.  Edmonds.) 

Q.  Now.  perhaps  you  had  better  go  through  that.  Those  are 
the  stubs  of  the  checks  thai  you  issued  on  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
bank,  are  they  .' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.    And  do  you  know  how  much  they  amount  to.1 

A.  And  I  assume  that  everything  is  here.  This  is  the  first 
time  I  have  seen  it  since  I  turned  it  in. 

(v).  Do  you  know,  without  footing  this  up,  how  much  they 
amount  to? 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.  Well,  it  is  approximately  *r>.<>00.  isn't  it.' 

A.  Well,  that  was  according  to  my  recollection,  but  it  may 
differ  from  that  sum. 

Q.  I  was  wondering  if  that  was  the  amount.' 

A.  That  is  the  amount  thai  \  referred  to  in  my  previous  tes- 
timony. 

Q.  Now  I  notice  in  this  Exhibit  40.  that  first  item  that  is 
mentioned  as  "Edmonds'  cheek"  is  "General  Organizing,  Ed- 
monds' check,  $150."  Is  that  included  in  there.' 

A.   Yes.  sir.  on  the  17th.  the  first  cheek. 
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<^>.   And  to  whom  was  that  paid  .' 

A.  To  myself  and  marked  "Exp.-"  I  intended  that  for  ex- 
pense. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  it  was  used  for? 

A.  I  haven't  any  idea,  except  that  that  was  the  money  that  I 
handled.  It  might  have  gone  to  the  hoys,  sonic  of  the  hoys 
who  came  in  and  were  starting  on  a  trip,  might  have  heen 
short  $25,  and  I  let  him  have  it.  or  it  might  have  gone  to  pay 
hotel  hills  or  my  personal  expenses  while  I  was  gone. 

Q.  Might  it  have  gone  out  to  some  county,  for  work  in  some 
particular  county  .' 

A.  Possibly,  though   I  hardly  think  so. 

<v>.  Vim  drew  the  cash  on  that  yourself  and  spent  the  cash — ■ 
is  that  the  idea  .' 

A.  Yes 

Q.  You  didn't  endorse  the  check  over  to  anybody  else? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  check  itself,  you  haven't  that  here.' 

A.  Xo.  sir.  I  haven't  the  check. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  those  are.' 

A.   No. 

O.  Well,  did  you  leave  those  vouchers  in  the  office  when  you 
left  the  headquarters  ? 

A.  Well,  that  1  am  not  certain  of.  because  I  don't  know 
whether  I  ever  checked  up  before  leaving  there.  I  don't  know 
whether  1  checked  up.  whether  the  bank  returned  them  to  me  or 
not. 

O.  You  don't  know,  then,  whether  those  vouchers  were  re- 
turned to  you  by  the  hank  or  not  ? 

A.  Why.  I  presume  they  were.  I  have  another  account,  I  have 
had  a  personal  account  with  the  hank  for  years,  and  it  is  possible 
they  were  returned  at  the  end  of  the  month,  as  mine  usually  are. 

Q.  If  they  were  returned  to  you,  you  have  no  knowledge  where 
they  are? 

A.  Xo.  I  didn't  keep  them  after  they  checked  up  my  hank  bal- 
ance, my  personal  account. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  is  your  custom  in  your  business  or  that 
was  your  custom  in  this  particular  business? 

A.  That  is  my  custom  with  my  personal  account  which  I  draw 
checks  against  to  myself  on  the  bank. 

O.  You  don't  keep  those  after  they  are  returned  to  you? 
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A.  After  by  bank  balance  is  checked  up  I  don't  keep  those. 

O.  And  you  have  no  recollection  whether  you  left  those  in  the 
headquarters  office  or  not  ? 

A.   No,  1  don't  now  whether  J  did  or  not. 

O.   Now,  1  notice  an  item  here  "T.  J.  Sexton.  C.  D."     I  under- 
.  stand  that  is  a  Chicago  draft.  $50.     Can  you  give  us  any  infor- 
mation on  that?     That  isn't  marked  with  your  initials? 

A.   No,  sir,  it  isn't  in  here. 

O.   So  you  don't  know  what  that  was  given  for? 

A.  No,  sir. 

O.  Now  there  is  an  item  marked  ''General,  E.  A.  E..  $225,  on 
the  list.      Is  that  the  next  check  you  have  there? 

A.  This  is  check  number  '2.  reads.  "To  Rodney  Sackett  for 
stamps,  $200,"  and  the  third  item  is  the  $25  amount.  "George 
Peterson,  Superior  Tidendi."  Possibly  that  is  not  the  proper 
pronunciation. 

O.  As  you  understand  it.  that  is  a. half  column  of  campaign 
matter  in  that  newspaper? 

A.   Yes,  sir,  I  assume  that  is  what  it  is. 

O.  Another  item  "General,  E.  A.  J-;.,  $200,"  on  July  23rd. 

A.  There  are  two  checks  here,  one  on  the  23rd  and  one  on  the 
24th  for  $100  each,  and  the  first  one  says,  "I-:.  A.  E.,  Expense," 
and  the  next  one,  "$50  for  (  )verbeck."  I  assume  that  a  half  then 
of  thattnmdred  dollars  I  turned  over  to  Mr.  Overbeck  for  his  ex- 
penses, possibly. 

O.  And  $15n  was  for  general  expenses  of  yours? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.    Vim  have  no  idea  what  that  was? 

A.  No,  sir.  just  as  the  other  amounts,  any  of  these  checks  that 
were  drawn  to  my  order,  all  of  them  so  far  as  my  recollection 
goes,  1  think  that  is  true  in  every  instance,  were  cashed  by  me.  not 
endorsed  over  to  anybody  else,  for  personal  expenses. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  it  was  done  in  that  way?  Perhaps  you 
answered  it  while  I  was  asking  the  question,  you  say  they  were 
for  your  personal  expenses  ? 

\.  Yes,  and  were  in  no  instance  endorsed  over  to  someone  else, 
that  is,  1  didn't  draw  them  to  my  own  order  for  the  purpose  of 
evading  anything  or  not  showing  what  they  were  for. 

{}■  '•>'  getling  the  cash  and  turning  the  cash  over  to  somebody 
else,  it  would  answer  the  same  purpose? 

A.  Yes.  sir,  it  would,  if  it  was  done  for  that  purpose,  but  it  was 
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not  done  for  that  purpose.  Each  week  I  drew  fifty  or  a  hundred 
and  fifty  dollars  and  when  I  ran  short  I  drew  another  personal 
check  as  I  would  in  my  own  business. 

O.  And  did  you  pay  money  in  cash  to  people  who  called  in  there 
from  out  in  the  state? 

A.  Xo,  sir.  I  think  in  checking  through,  this  would  only  be 
$500  or  $600,  so  you  see  it  is  not  a  large  amount. 

Q.  The  next  one  of  your  checks  is  "J.  Wypszinski,  E.  A.  E., 
$25."     What  was  that  for? 

A.  That  is  marked  "Expense."  and  this  man  is  a — well,  he  is  a 
foreigner  you  can  tell,  but  I  don't  know  what  nationality,  and  it 
was  sent  out  from  headquarters  and  I  suppose  this  was  an  ad- 
vance to  him  starting  him  out. 

O.    xi  on  don't  know  where  it  was  sent? 

A.  1  think  he  is  a  Pole,  my  recollection  is  that  he  went  into 
Marinette  and  Oconto  counties.  There  are  some  communities  of 
Poles,  and  I  think  that  is  where  he  went. 

O.  The  next  one  is  "Clark  County.  I-;.  A.  E.,  Dr.  Frank,  $150." 
Was  that  paid  in  currency  ? 

A.  O.  no,  that  was  a  check  made  payable  to  him.  Well,  now.  I 
am  not  positive  about  this,  because  the  check  says  "To  Sackett  foi 
Dr.  Frank." 

Mr.  Hyzer:     You  mean  the  stub. 

A.  The  stub  reads  "To  Sackett  for  Dr.  Prank.  Xeillsville, 
$150."  I  suppose  that  was  a  check  made  payable  to  him.  but  I 
am  not  positive. 

O.  Well,  do  you  know  what  that  was  for? 

A.  Yes.  it  was  for  services  to  him.  services  and  expenses.  My 
recollection  is  about  that  time  Dr.  Frank  came  down  to  Milwau- 
kee and  that  I  asked  him  to  do  work  for  us  in  this  county,  organ- 
izing. 

O.  And  did  you  send  for  him  to  come  down  ? 
A.   I  am  not  positive  that  T  did.     T  didn't  know  him,  so  T  am 
not  sure. 

O.   Do  you  know  what  work  he  did  or  was  to  do  ? 
A.   General   organizing   in   the   county,   and   getting  votes    for 
Stephenson,  he  was  to  use  his  judgment. 

O.  That  is  as  specific  as  the  agreement  or  understanding  was? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Was  he  to  work  among  any  particular  class  of  people? 

A.  Why,  I  think  he  said  he  had  quite  an  acquaintance  among 
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the  Germans,  I  think  he  said  he  was  a  German,  and  I  don't  know- 
that  anything  definite  was  said  as  to  where  or  what  he  should  do. 

O.  Was  there  any  talk  that  he  should  work  among-  the  Luth- 
erans ? 

A.   ]  don't  know  even  that  he  is  a  Lutheran. 

O.  Did  you  have  a  personal  conversation  with  Dr.  Frank? 

A.  Yes.' 

O.  And  the  agreement  to  do  work  in  Clark  county  so  far  as  Dr. 
Frank  was  concerned,  was  with  you.  was  it? 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  authorize  Dr.  Frank  to  make  any  statement  with 
reference  to  any  proposed  contribution  to  any  Lutheran  institu- 
tion ? 

A.  Absolutely  none. 

O.  If  he  made  any  such  representation  as  that  it  was  without 
your  authority,  was  it  'J. 

A.   Absolutely. 

Q.  The  next  item  is  a  general  item.  July  27th,  E.  A.  E.,  C.  C. 
Wayland.     What  was  that  for? 

A.  For  expenses  of  Mr.  Wayland,  I  don't  know  just  where, 
Outagamie,  or  Columbia,  somewhere.  He  did  general  work,  he 
was  out  through  the  state  in  different  places. 

O.   In  different  counties? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.   Yon  don't  know  where  that  work  was  to  be  done? 

A.    No,  sir. 

O.   But  that  was  of  that  general  nature? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Now.  I  observe  an  item  here  to  L.  Bancroft,  of  Richland 
county,  $250.  That's  a  cash  item.  Do  you  know  anything  about 
that  ? 

A.   No.  sir. 

O.  Did  you  have  any  transaction  with  Mr.  Bancroft? 

A.   I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  know  at  the  time  of  that  expenditure  that  it  was 
made  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  learn  that  it  was  made? 

A.   Within  two  or  three  days  of  the  time. 

O.  And  from  whom  did  you  learn  it  ? 

A.   From  Mr.  Puelicher. 
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O.  And  did  you  learn  at  that  time  what  the  services  performed 
by  Mr.  Bancroft  at  that  time  were? 

A.   Why.  I  don't  know  that  he  said. 

Q.   Do  you  know  what  county  it  was  to  be  used  in? 

A.    Xo,  sir.  I  don't  think  I  did. 

O.   Do  yon  know  for  what  purpose  it  was  to  he  used? 

A.   No,  I  don't  know,  because  I  didn't  make  it. 

Q.  You  of  course  knew  at  that  time  that  Mr.  Bancroft  was  a 
candidate  for  the  assembly,  did  you  not? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  your  practice  in  that  campaign  to  make  agreements 
with  candidates  for  the  assembly  and  the  senate  to  assist  in  con- 
ducting Senator  Stephenson's  campaign? 

A.   Not  our  practice,  no.  sir. 

O.   You  did  it  in  some  instances,  though? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.    In  how  main'  instances  do  you  recall? 

A.    In  two,  1  believe. 

O-  What  were  they  ? 

A.  I  say  that  I  made  the  arrangements,  I  d  m't  recollect  that  I 
made  the  arrangements,  at  least  1  paid  the  bills  in  both  instances. 
One  was  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Kemp  in  Shebovgan  county,  his  busi- 
ness is  a  billposter,  and  paid  the  bill  for  his  services  in  posting 
bills.  I  believe  a  regularly  itemized  bill,  although  I  am  not  posi- 
tive about  that.  The  other  was  a  man  in  (  Oconto  county,  Joseph 
Showers.  There  were  three  candidates  there,  all  of  whom  had 
written  or  told  me  that  they  were  favorable  to  Mr.  Stephenson. 
I  knew  them  personally.  Mr.  Showers  had  formerly  been  a  rail- 
road engineer,  and  I  asked  him  to  go  to  some  of  the  different 
localities  in  the  state,  railroad  centers,  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
the  railroad  men  interested  in  Stephenson's  campaign. 

Mr.  Bray:    Wa<  he  elected? 

A.  Xo. 

Q-  Mr.  Showers  and  Mr.  Kemp  were  the  two  candidates  that 
you  had  something  to  do  with  in  connection  with  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  as  far  as  Mr.  Bancroft  was  concerned,  that  was  with- 
out your  knowledge  or  consent,  was  it.  that  that  arrangement 
was  made? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(J.   Were  you  present  when  the  arrangement  was  made? 
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A.  No,  I  was  out  of  town. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Bancroft  came  into  the  office  in- 
Milwaukee  or  not  ? 

A.  He  did. 

Q.  And  do  you  know  about  when  that  was? 

A.  Why.  I  assume  about  this  time,  although  I  am  net  sure. 

O.  Do  you  know  whether  this  money  was  advanced  to  him  be- 
fore he  did  the  work  or  after  he  had  started? 

A.  No,  I  don't  know  of  my  own  knowledge.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
.don't  want  to  put  or  appear  to  put  any  blame  on  anyone  else  in 
connection  with  this.  |  telephoned — I  am  quite  sure  I  telephoned 
Mr.  Bancroft,  asking  him  if  he  would  come  in,  I  don't  think  it  was 
his  intention,  it  certainly  wasn't  mine,  when  he  came  in.  to  do  more 
than  discuss  the  situation  in  Richland  county,  where  he  was  run- 
ning for  the  assembly,  and  he  is  the  only  man  wh<  m  1  knew  per- 
sonally in  the  county.  I  have  known  him  for  several  years,  and 
I  wanted  information  and  intended  to  get  it.  That  was.  T  believe, 
on  a  Friday  night,  and  before  he  came  I  had  left  town,  before 
Sunday,  consequently  I  didn't  see  him. 

Q.  And  during  your  absence,  as  you  understand,  he  came  in 
-And  these  arrangements  were  made? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  on  your  return  two  or  three  days  after  the  arrange- 
ment had  been  made  you  learned  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  way  did  you  learn  of  it? 

A.   Mr.  Puelicher  told  me. 

Q.  Was  there  any  correspondence  with  reference  to  the  mat- 
ter between  your  office  and  Mr.  Bancroft's? 

A.  I  am  very  sure  not. 

Q.  In  the  correspondence  during  that  campaign  did  you  keep 
copier-  of  the  letters,  either  carbon  copies  or  letter  press  copies, 
of  the  letter^  which  you  wrote  out  of  the  office? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.     Which  were  the}',  carbon  copies? 

A.  Carbon  copies — \  beg  your  pardon,  yes,  the}-  were  carbon 
copies. 

Q.  What  was  done  with  these  carbon  copies? 

A.  They  were  left  in  the  office. 

Q.  When  you  left  there  they  were  in  the  office? 

A!  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  And  yon  don't  know  whether  they  have  been  destroyed  or 
not  ? 

A.   J  haven't  any  idea. 

O-  Was  there  a  file  kept  in  your  office  of  the  letters  which  you 
received  during  that  campaign? 

A.   Near'!}'  all  of  them. 

O-  And  were  those  left  there  in  the  office  when  you  went  away? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  There  is  an  item  under  August  4th  "Advertising,  C.  D„ 
(Chicago  draft),  J.  L.  Sturdevant,  S100."  Do  you  know  what 
that  was  for? 

A.    No,  sir. 

(  ).  Mr.  Sturdevant  is  a  newspaper  man,  is  he? 

A.  J.  L.  Sturdevant? 

O.   Formerly  of  Waupaca:  now  Wausau? 

A.  (  ).  ves,  I  know  .Mr.  Sturdevant  at  Wansan.  He  is  an  editor 
of  a  newspaper,  I  think. 

O-   Do  you  know  what  that  was  f<  r  now  ? 

A.    No.      I  think  for  work  in  connection  with  the  campaign. 

O.   Well,  newspaper  work  or  personal  work? 

A.  Why,  I  really  don't  know  any  more  that  the  statement  here, 
"Advertising."  I  would  think  that  there  was  some  work  for  serv- 
ice  there   in   addition   to  advertising,   although   I   don't   know, 

on  account  of  the  amount. 

(  ).  Although  the  entry  there  would  indicate  that  it  was  all  ad- 
vertising? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know,  of  course,  where  that  entry  came  from. 

Q.  Well,  have  yon  any  recollection  of  the  transaction  at  all 
y<  mrself  ? 

A.  No,  except  that  Mr.  Sturdevant  was  in  Milwaukee  at  one- 
time during  the  campaign  and  I  had  a  talk  with  him,  hut  what  it 
WES  1  doVt  recall. 

O  Yen  don't  remember  anything  about  what  arrangement  you 
made  with  him.  what  he  was  to  do  or  how  much  he  was  to  receive 
for  it  ? 

A.   No,  nothing  definite. 
P-  Do  you  rememher  of  paying  the  hill? 
A.  No,  I  haven't  any  recollection  of  paying  it. 
Q-   S.    L.    Perin,  $1,000.     Do  you   know   anything  about  that 
item  ? 
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A.  Yes,  that's  one  of  two  or  three  checks  or  drafts  that  were 
sent  to  Mr.  Perin  for  work  in  the  counties,  as  I  explained. 

Q.  This  item  is  marked  "Douglas"  on  the  exhibit  here.  Did 
you  understand  that  was  for  work  in  Douglas  county. 

A.  No,  I  don't  know  where  that  notation  came  from.  That  is 
taken  from  my  check  book  here,  or  stubbs,  and  it  simply  says 
"S.  L.  Perin"  in  Douglas  county.  Perhaps  that  is  the  reason  that 
was  put  on  in  that  way. 

O.  Have  you  that  stub  of  that  check? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q-  Well,  is  that  payable  to  S.  L.  Perin? 

A.   This  is  "S.  P.  Perin,  Si.ooo." 

O-  Well,  this  seems  to  be  a  Chicago  draft  here,  this  one  I  am 
referring  to,  and  I  take  it  that  there  was  a  check  also  of  Sr.ooo 
sent  him. 

A.   Unless  that  is  a  duplicate  of  the  same  thing. 

(  ).  That  P.  you  think  y<  u  may  have  taken  that  check  from  that 
stub  an;!  b  night  a  draft  to  Mr.  Perin,  or  did  you  send  that  check 
directly  to  Mr.  Perin  ? 

A.  Why,  I  think  this  cheek  must  have  gone  direct  to  him,  for 
I  would  hardly  make  out  a  check  payable  to  S.  I..  Perrin  had  T 
been  intending  to  send  him  a  draft;  in  that  case  undoubtedly  it 
would  have  been  made  payable  to  me. 

O.   So  that  y  u  understand  there  are  two  separate  items? 

A.    \o.  1  should  think  that  is  probably  the  same  one. 

(  ).    What  is  the  date  of  the  cluck? 

A.  The  date  on  the  stub  is  y — 28.  It  is  the  one  following  the 
"C.  C.  W." 

(J.  This  i>  August  4th.  "George  Gordon,  LaCrosse  county." 
Do  you  remember  anything  about  that  transaction? 

A.  Except  that  1  arranged  with  him  in  LaCrosse  county  to  get 
workers  and  aid  Mr.  Stephenson  in  the  campaign  there.  He  had 
general  charge  there. 

(  ).   Did  yen  call  him  into  Milwaukee? 

A.  T  am  not  positive  whether  he  was  called  in  or  whether  it  was 
done  by  telephone,  but  1  think  he  was  in  Milwaukee. 

O.  Did  you  make  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Cordon  yourself? 

A.  I  am  quite  sure  I  did,  either  by  telephone  or  by  personal 
interview. 

Q-  What  is  Mr.  Gordon's  business? 

A.  He  is  an  attorney. 
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'O-  Attorney  for  the  Northwestern  Railway  Company,  isn't  he? 

A.   I  haven't  any  idea. 

O-  You  know  him  personally,  do  yon  ? 

A.  I  never  met  him  until  sometime  during  the  campaign. 
•Someone  gave  me  his  name. 

O.  You  became  acquainted  with  him  during  the  campaign? 

A.  During  the  campaign. 

O-  Did  you  know  anything  about  how  that  money  was  to  be  ex- 
pended in  LaCrosse  county? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  agreement  or  understanding  hew  it  was  to  be 
expended  ? 

A.  None  whatever  except  he  was  to  look  afttr  Mr.  Stephenson's 
interests  and  do  everything  he  could  legitimately  to  help  his  cam- 
paign. 

O-  There  was  no  understanding  that  it  was  to  be  run  through 
the  newspapers  or  otherwise? 

A.   No,  sir.  never  had  talk  with  him  along  that  line  at  all. 

O.  I  see  another  item  here  of  "D.  E.  Riordan,  $1,300."  Did 
you  make  any  agreement  with  Mr.  Riordan? 

A.   Well,  I  made  the  arrangement  with  him,  yes,  sir. 

Q-  And  I  think  you  spoke  of  that  yesterday  when  you  were 
speaking  of  the  $1,000  which  you  sent  him  by  express? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  And  there  was  no  different  agreement  made  between  the 
time  you  sent  him  the  $i.coo  by  express  and  the  time  this  Chicago 
■draft  was  sent  to  him  for  $1,300? 

A.   No,  none  at  all. 

Q-  Do  you  know  why  you  sent  that  $1,000  to  him  by  express — 
that  is,  why  you  sent  it  in  that  manner,  I  mean." 

A.  I  think  he  requested  it.  It  was  unusual  for  me  to  do  that. 
and  I  think  I  wouldn't  have  clone  had  he  not  requested  it. 

O.  You  don't  know  what  his  reason  was  for  wanting  it  sent  by 
express  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

O.  As  I  understand  it,  that  was  the  currency  sent  by  express? 

A.  That  was  the  currency  sent  by  express,  yes.  That  wouldn't 
refer  to  this  $1,300.     That  would  refer  to  the  $1,000. 

Q.  This  $1,300  was  sent  by  Chicago  draft  ? 

A.  Yes,  in  the  ordinary  manner. 
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Q.  This  was  sent  after  the  time  you  sent  him  the  money  by 
express,   wasn't   it  .' 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  "L.  B.  Dresser.  *8<>(>."  That  is  in  addition  to  the  item 
that  you  gave  us  yesterday,  isn't  it? 

A.  Oh.  yes.  It  isn't  the  same  item,  although  I  don't  re- 
member  what  that  one  was. 

Q.   Do  you  know  what  that  was  for! 

A.  It  says  "Polk.  Barron,  Rusk  counties. "  I  think  he  used 
it  for  that   purpose. 

Q.  You  couldn't  tell  us  anything  more  definite  than  that i 

A.  Nothing  more  than  I  told  you  yesterday. 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Dresser  at  that  time.' 

A.  Yes.     I  met  Mi-.  Dresser  before. 

Q.  1  have  forgotten  whether  you  told  us  yesterday  you  called 
him  into  Milwaukee  or  not  .' 

A.   Yes.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  You  did  call  him  in  ? 

A.  Yes.  1  think  I  did. 

Q.  And  do  you  know  whether  it  was  before  the  payments 
were  made  to  him  or  after .' 

A.  Well.  I  am  quite  sure  it  was  before.  My  recollection 
is  it  was  vvy  early  in  the  campaign  when  I  saw  Mr.  Dresser 
first. 

Q.  Did  yon  know  when  yon  called  him  in  that  he  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  state  board  of  control  and  as  such  was  travelling 
about  the  state  visiting  state  institutions  and  other  places? 

A.  Yes.  that  is  the  reason  I  called  him  in. 

Q.  You  mean  that  is  the  reason  you  called  him  in  at  first  V 

A.  Yes.  he  was  travelling  about  the  state  and  he  happened  tu 
be  in  Milwaukee  or  near  there  and  I  asked  him  to  come  in.  I 
asked  him  by   'phone. 

Q.  That  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  you  thought  he  would 
be  a  good  man.  that  he  was  travelling  around  the  state? 

A.   No.  sir.  I  didn't  mean  to  give  you  that  idea. 

Q.  I  didn't  quite  understand  why  you  say  you  called  him  in. 

A.  He  was  one  of  the  few  men  that  I  knew  up  in  that  part  of 
of  the  state  and  T  took  advantage  of  my  acquaintance  with  any 
man  that  I  thought  was  in  favor  of  Mr.  Stephenson  that  I 
happened  to  know  to  ask  them  if  they  wouldn't  help  in  the 
campaign. 
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Q.  You  don't  mean  to  say  you  called  him  in  because  he  was 
travelling  around  the  state  in  the  interests  of  the  state.' 

A.  I  didn't  intend  to  give  that  idea.  no. 

Q.  I  perhaps  misunderstood  you  in  your  reply  to  another 
question.  You  did  know  that  he  was  doing  that  at  the  time 
you  called  him  in? 

A.  Yes.  I  knew  he  was  a  member  of  the  state  board  of  con^ 
trol. 

Q.  But  did  yon  know  that  as  a  member  of  the  state  hoard  of 
control  he  was  travelling  about  the  state  visiting  some  of  the 
state   institutions.' 

A.  Well,  not  at  that  particular  time.  T  didn't  know  just 
when  he  would  he.  hut  I  asked  him  to  come  into  Milwaukee,  I 
think  I  talked  with  him  first  by  'phone  and  asked  him  to  call 
when  he  was  first   in  that  vicinity  some  time. 

Q.  Here  is  another  item  of  yours  to  "J.  T.  Kelly.  Milwau- 
kee county.  $500."  What  can  you  tell  us  about'  that  ?  That  is 
•on  August  6th. 

A.  $500? 

Q.    Yes. 

A.  I  paid  that  to  Mr.  Kelly. 

Q.  And  what   was  the  purpose  of  that? 

A.  It  was  arranged  that  Mr.  Kelly  should  make  a  series  of 
speeches  in  different  parts,  wherever  asked,  and  this  money 
was  paid  him  at  that  time. 

Q.  And  that  was  to  compensate  him  for  his  services  in  that 
way  ! 

A.  To  pay  him  for  making  his  speeches,  and  his  expenses, 
yes.  sir. 

Q.  He  is  the  city  attorney  of  Milwaukee? 

A.  City  attorney  of  Milwaukee,  yes. 

Q.  AYas  his  work  to  be  in  Milwaukee  or  outside? 

A.  Anywhere  he  was  asked  to. 

Q.  Anywhere  in  the  state? 

A.  Yes. 

A.  Another  item  to  J.  J.  McGillivary.  of  Jackson  county, 
$600. 

Q.  Did  you  call  Mr.  McGillivary  in  to  make  arrangements 
with  him  to  take  care  of  Jackson  county?   • 

A.  Yes.  sir. 


670      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

<x).  And  was  this  money  paid  to  him  in  advance  of  his  serv- 
ices .' 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  render  any  statement  to  you.  or  have  yon  any 
way  of  knowing-  how  he  spent  the  $600? 

A.  Not  in  the  slightest. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  paid  to  him  for  his  disburse- 
ments, or  partially  for  services  and  partially  for  his  expenses?" 

A.  I  don't  think  the  matter  was  discussed  except  that  T 
asked  him  what  he  thought  it  would  take  to  organize  thor- 
oughly  the  county  and  he  thought  about  $600.  Now.  whether 
he  included  in  that  any  expenses  for  himself  or  any  compensa- 
tion for  himself  or  whether  this  was  all  services  and  expenses 
or  not.   I   <ion  't   know. 

Q.  Well,  I  suppose  you  would  say.  as  you  did  all  the  other 
items  with  reference  to  which  you  were  examined  yesterday. 
that  yon  never  asked  him  for  any  report  as  to  how  lie  expended 
that  money  .' 

A.   1  never  did.  no.  sir. 

<v>.  The  next  item  to  M.  (*.  Ring,  the  first  item  is  $170.  Can 
you   tell    us  for  what    purpose   thai    was  paid   him.' 

A.  Well,  1  sec  opposite  his  name  "Advertising."  I  don't 
know  what  thai  means.  1  am  sure.  I  know  I  employed  Mr. 
Ring  to  work  for  .Mr.  Stephenson  in  his  interest  during  the  cam- 
paign, and  I  am  quite  sure  that  part  of  the  money  paid  him  was 
for  services,  although  nothing  definite  was  said  as  to  how  much. 

Q.  And  you  don '1  understand  that  he  runs  a  newspaper,  do 
you  .' 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  that  he  does.  I  don't  think  that  I  had 
any  idea  of  that  kind.  1  don't  know  where  that  word  "adver- 
tisinu"  comes  in. 

Q.  There  is  another  item.  R.  J.  Shields.  Advertising.  Who  is 
Mr.  Shields?     Does  he  run  a   newspaper.' 

A.   1  don't  know  whether  he  does  or  not. 

Q.  $200. 

A.  Is  that  on  my — no,  it  isn't  on  my  check  book.  I  have  no- 
other  record  regarding  him  except  that  "Advertising." 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Shields? 

A.  Well.  I  don't  know  whether  this  is  the  Shields  who  lives 
out  at — 
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Q.  At  Superior? 

A.  — Superior  or  in  that  vicinity  or  not.  From  the  fact  that 
"advertising"  is  put  opposite  his  name,  I  should  say  not.  But 
if  it  is.  I  know  that  was  Shields. 

(^  You  an-  unable  to  say  now  whether  this  was  for  news- 
paper work  or  not? 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  ahout  it  except  what  it  says  here. 

Q.  And  if  it  was  for  newspaper  work  you  of  course  don't 
know  whether  it  was  simply  advertising  or  what  sort  of  work 
it  was.' 

A.   No,  I  don't. 

Q.  In  this  account  here,  this  general  account  that  we  have 
been  going  through.  I  take  it  that  you  did  yourself  pay  or 
authorize  payment  of  some  of  the  newspaper  hills  and  that  Air. 
Usher  looked  after  this  separate  list  of  bills  over  in  the  hack 
part  of  this  statement  headed  "Advertising."     Is  that  correct  .' 

A.  I  should  say  in  a  general  way  that  that  is  correct,  yes. 

Q.  Now,  in  these  bills  for  newspaper  work  that  you  paid,  did 
you  require  the  parties  to  send  you  a  statement  or  give  you  a 
statement,  or  did  you  pay  them  the  same  as  you  did  the  hills 
for  organizing,  without  requiring  any  definite  statement  from 
them  .' 

A.  I  never  received  a  statement  from  them — I  don't  think 
in  any  instance. 

Q.  Well,  how  did  you  determine  how  much  you  were  to  pay 
to  a  newspaper  if  they  didn't  render  any  statement? 

A.  Well,  for  instance,  if  a  man  received  twenty-five  or  fifty 
or  a  hundred  dollars,  whatever  the  amount  might  have  been.  I 
expected  him  to  render  service  in  the  way  of  advocating  the 
election  of  Mr.  Stephenson,  and  advertising  him,  editorials — 

Q.  This  item  to  Mr.  Shields  for  $200  that  we  have  been  speak- 
ing of.  this  was  for  newspaper  work",  you  simply  gave  him  $200 
and  expected  him  to  do  newspaper  work  for  that  amount? 

A.   Yes. 

Q.  And  without  figuring  up  what  the  space  was  worth,  or 
anything  of  that  sort? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  way  you  do  business  in  connecton  with  your 
manufacturing  business ? 

A.  In  my  manufacturing  business  I  don't  do  any  advertis- 
ing'. 
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Q.  You  don't  do  any  advertising  in  your  manufacturing  bus- 
ness  ? 

A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  Well,  any  other  line  of  business,  you  do  in  that  way? 

A.   In  advertising,  no,  sir. 

Q.  No,  but  I  say  do  you  do  any  of  your  other  business  in  that 
way,  without  requiring  people  to  render  you  any  statements  as 
to  what  they  have  done  or  are  going  to  do? 

A.  I  should  exercise  my  judgment  in  cases  of  that  kind;  and 
I  would  do  what  I  thought  best. 

Q.  Well.  I  say,  do  you  do  your  business  in  that  way? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  do  or  not. 

Q.  There  is  an  item  on  the  first  page,  "7/24,  Advertising,  T. 
P.  Reynolds,  -tlOO."     Do  you  know  what  that  was  for? 

A  Yes.  I  say  I  know  what  it  was  for — I  think  that  is  a  mistake, 
the  word  "advertising"  put  opposite.  I  am  sure  that  that  is 
the  T.  F.  Reynolds  that  1  know,  but  I  know  of  one,  and  he  is  at 
Oconto  Falls,  a  business  associate  of  mine,  I  have  known  him 
a  gcod  many  years,  and  the  one  hundred  dollars  was  placed  in 
his  hands  to  aid  in  organizing  the  town  and  surrounding  towns. 

Q.  Well,  this  isn't  the  Assemblyman  Reynolds' 

A.  ( )h.  no,  sir. 

A.  Docs  Hi  is  T.   F.  Reynolds  run   a  newspaper? 

A.  No,   sir. 

Mr.  Chappie:  Mr.  Chairman,  advertising  wouldn't  neces- 
!«arily  mean  newspaper  advertising,  would  it? 

The  Chairman  :     No. 

<.^.  1  will  ask.  Mr.  Edmonds,  do  you  understand  that  some  of 
these  items  of  advertising  were  for  services  other  than  news- 
paper advertising .' 

A.  Well,  that  might  be. 

Q.  What  have  you  in  mind — that  is.  what  sort  of  adver- 
tising? 

A.  Well,  lithograph  posting  and  sending  out  that  kind  of  ma- 
terial, getting  notices  of  meetings  printed,  and  things  of  that 
hind,  possibly  that  would  be  included  in  it.  I  know  in  this  case 
that  was  a  mistake. 

Q.  You  don't  think  the  hundred  dollars  was  paid  for  post- 
ing bills  or  anything  of  that  kind; 
A.  No. 
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Q.  While  i  have  that  in  mind,  there  was  something  said  of 
$100,  an  item  paid  to  Assemblyman  Reynolds  of  $100.  Did 
you  pay  that  item  .'     I  have  forgotten  about  that  .' 

A.  Are  you  referring  to  the  particular  item  here.' 

Q.  Xo,  I  am  referring  to  a  payment  which  Assemblyman 
Reynolds  said  lie  received  from  somebody.  Did  you  make  that 
payment  to  him  .' 

A.  1  heard  .Air.  Reynolds  testify,  and  1  can't  recall  a  time 
when  any  money  was  paid  to  him  during  the  primary  cam- 
paign. I  don't  believe  it  was.  I  think'  he  is  mistaken.  I 
don't    know. 

<v>.    You  don't   recall  any  payment  that  yon  made  him? 

A.   Xo.  sir.  and  I  am  quite  positive  that  I  didn't. 

Q.  You  think,  perhaps,  that  Senator  Stephenson  may  be 
right  about  that  when  he  said  he  paid  him  a  hundred  dollars  in 
currency  or  check  .' 

A.  Well,  of  course.  I  know  nothing  about  it.  but  I  am  as 
positive  as  I  can  be  that  1  never  paid  Mi-.  Reynolds,  the  as- 
semblyman, any  amount  during  the  primary  campaign. 

Q.  I  see.  referring  to  the  name  of  Reynolds  again  on  page 
898,  there  is  another  item  of  C.  E.   Reynolds  of  $100. 

A.   That  is  the  same  Reynolds  at  Oconto  Falls. 

Q.  Your  judgment  is  that  that  wasn't  for  advertising,  but 
for  other  services  .' 

A.  Well,  I  think  he  was  allowed  any  discretion  that  he 
might  want  to  use  in  the  manner  of  spending  it.  but  I  assume 
for  organization  purposes. 

<x).  Did  you  make  this  arrangement  with  Mr.  Ames  in  Dane 
county  .' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  YVas  he  a  personal  acquaintance  of  yours  before  the  cam- 
paign .' 

A.   Xo.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  call  him  into  Milwaukee  to  make  the  arrange- 
ment with  him  ! 

A.  My  recollection  is  that  he  was  sent  in  by  somebody  to 
whom  I  telephoned,  but  I  don't  remember  who  recommended 
him. 

<^.   There  were  several  items  paid  to  him.  were  there  not.1 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

43 
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Q.  This  first  payment  was  $350? 

A.  I  think  that  was  corrected,  wasn't  it,  Senator,  to  $$00? 

Q.  Oh.  the  first  one  is  corrected  to  $300.  Now,  was  there 
any  special  wort  that  Mr.  Ames  was  to  do  or  was  that  general 
in  its  nature  ? 

A.  I  had  a  talk  with  him  and  he  was  to  organize  Dane 
county  just  as  thoroughly  as  he  could. 

Q.  That  was  the  first  talk  you  had  with  him.' 

A.   Yes. 

0.  Did  he  come  into  Milwaukee  and  have  further  talks  with 
you  ? 

A.  T  think  he  was  in  two  or  three  limes.  ;i1  least  one  other 
time. 

Q.  Was  there  any  agreement  as  to  how  much  he  was  to  have 
for  organizing  Dam-  county? 

A.  I  don't  remember,  hut  my  recollection  is  that  the  talk 
was  about  $700  would  be  the  limit.  He  though!  that  would 
organize  it  well. 

Q.  And  no  limitations  as  to  how  he  was  to  spend  the  money.' 

A.  Except  thoroughly  organize  it.  Nothing  except  general 
instruct  ions. 

Q.  I  think  you  said  yesterday,  that  Senator  Stephenson  in- 
structed you  in  your  management  of  his  campaign  to  keep 
within  the  law.     Did  you  so  testify,  or  was  that  someone  else. 

A.    !  don'1  think  1  did. 

<t>.  Did  he  ever  give  you  any  instructions  along  that  line  of 
any  kind  .' 

A.  It  so,  1  don't  remember  any  definite  time.  At  some  con- 
versation with  him  1  referred  to  the  fact  that  members  of  the 
legislature — that  it  wasn't  legal  for  anyone  outside  of  the  dis- 
trict to  pay  a  member  of  the  legislature — anyone  outside  of 
his  district,  and  1  tried  to  carry  out  my  knowledge  of  the  law 
;is  far  as  that  went. 

Q.  You  understood  that  to  lie  the  law  then  at  that  time:' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

0.   Do  you  remember  who  that  conversation  was  with? 

A.  Well.  I  intended  to  make  the  statement  that  that  was 
some  talk  \  had  with  Mr.  Stephenson,  and  either  he  told  me  or 
the  conversation  was  had — 

Mr.  Bray:  Do  you  want  to  use  the  word  "legal"  there?  I 
just  call  your  attention  to  it. — that  it  wasn't  legal. 
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A.   Well,  just  how  was  it  used.' 

( The  answer  of  the  witness  was  read.) 

A.  "Lawful,"  perhaps  that  is  better. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  No,  pardon  me,  I  think  there  is  <\  misunder- 
standing between   you,   as    I    have   sal    here   and   listened   to   it. 

Q.  I  didn't  understand  whether  you  told  Senator  Stephen- 
son that  or  whether  he  told  you  that. 

A.  And  that's  what  I  didn't  say.  I  don't  know  how  it  eame 
about.     It  was  in  the  course  of  the  conversation. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  That  isn't  it.  I  referred  to  Mr.  Edmonds  as  to 
what  he  understood  to  be  the  law.  I  don't  know  whether  the 
answer  exactly  fully  answered  the  question. 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  to  be  the  law  on  that  subject? 

A.  That  there  is  a  law  to  the  effect  that  a  candidate  for  sen- 
ator should  not  assist  in  the  election  of  candidates  or  of  mem- 
bers of  the  legislature. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  Well,  how  do<  s  that  law  read  .'  I  never  have 
read  it. 

The  Chairman:  1  don't  know.  Well.  I  was  trying  to  get  at 
Mr.  Edmonds'  understanding  of  it.  rather  than  wdiat  the  law 
really  is. 

Q.  Well,  I  suppose  these  other  payments  to  Mr.  Ames,  the 
next  one  I  see  was  $350,  there  was  no  differenl  arrangement 
made  between  yon  and  him  at  that  time? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Here's  an  item  of  $200  to  C.  II.  Russell.  Does  Mr.  Rus- 
sell live  in  Columbia  or  Adams  county? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  You  don't  recall  who  he  is  or  what  that  was  for? 

A.   I  didn't  pay  that  money.  I  am  sure. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  J.  R.  Keyes.  to  whom  a  payment  of  $50  was 
made  .' 

A.  He  is  either  a  railroad  engineer  or  some  employe,  of  a 
railroad,  either  now  or  formerly  here  in  Madison,  I  believe  he 
lives. 

Q.  What  was  he  doing  .' 

A.  He  was  talking  Stephenson  among  the  railroad  men 
wherever  he  had  an  opportunity  to  meet  them,  and  I  don't 
know  but  what  his  work  was  confined  entirely  to  Dane  county, 
although  I  think  not.  He  was  a  man  that  was  employed  be- 
fore I  went  to  Milwaukee. 
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Q.  Here  is  an  item  of  F.  II.  Gehbe,  Manitowoc  county,  of 
$200.  Was  that  for  general  work  of  the  kind  you  have  spoken 
of? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Here  is  an  item  of  ('.  O.  Larson,  Milwaukee  county,  of 
$40? 

A.  The  same. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  any  further  explanation  of  thai  .' 

A.  No.  sir. 

O.  Here  is  an  item,  there  is  the  word  "General,  $150."  Can 
yon  tell  us  anything  about  that? 

A.  I  haven't  the  least  idea  what  that  is.  No  notation  here  at 
all  to  aid  me. 

Q.   Can  you  tell  whether  it  was  paid  in  cash  or  draft? 

A.    I  haven't  any  idea. 

(J.   Nor  to  whom  it  was  paid? 

A.   No,  sir. 

O.   Nor  for  what  purpose? 

A.   No. 

Q.  Might  it  have  been  paid  to  some  one  who  was  at  work  out 
in  some  a  unty  in  the  state.  <>r  would  you  take  it  to  mean  neces- 
sarily that  it  was  for  the  general  expenses  of  the  office? 

A.  Well,  I  can't  be  positive,  I  have  no  definite  recollection  of 
the  item  at  all.  1  would  say  that  it  was  not,  since  it  is  in  this  par- 
ticular place,  that  it  was  not  for  office  expenses. 

Q.   Yon  have  a  different  way  of  designating  those? 

A.  [  haven't  a  different  way,  because  I  didn't  keep  this,  but  I 
think  that  there  is  a  part  of  it  that  is  made  up  for  office  expenses. 

Q.  So  in  your  judgment  it  was  used  out  in  some  part  of  the 
state  for  general  campaign  purposes? 

A.  That  is  my  judgment  since  it  is  in  this  location  here  in  the 
report. 

O.  Now.  there  is  Brown  county,  $250,  there  is  no  name  there. 
Can  you  give  us  any  further  light  on  that  item  of  $250? 

A.  No,  f  haven't  any  idea  who  that  is,  and  I  don't  like  to  guess. 
The  man  who  organized  and  did,  perhaps,  most  of  the  work  in 
Brown  county  was  L.  A.  Calkins,  an  attorney  there,  hut  since 
other  items  appear-against  his  name,  i  am  not  sure  that  this  was 
part  of  it.  I  wouldn't  like  to  make  the  statement,  because  it 
might  amount  to  more  than  he  received. 

(J.    Your  judgment  would  he  that  that  was  paid  in  eash  rather 
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than  in  any  other  form,  otherwise  there  would  be  something  to 
show  to  whom  it  went  or  what  it  was  paid  for,  wouldn't  there? 

A.  Well,  no,  1  shouldn't  want  to  say  that,  because  I  don't  recol- 
lect having  paid  $250  in  cash  to  anyone  during  the  campaign.  I 
was  very  careful  not  to  do  that.  I  would  think  rather  that  a 
check  or  draft,  whatever  it  may  have  been,  has  been  mislaid  or 
wasn't   found  in  making  up  this  statement. 

Q.  It  may  be  an  item  which  Mr.  Puelicher  or  someone  else 
knows  about  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it. 

0.  The  next  item  is  "General,  Cash,  J.  W.  Stone,  $2500." 
What  was  that  for? 

A.  That  was  an  item  of  an  amount  of  money  paid  Mr.  Stone 
for  services. 

Q.    By  whom  ? 

A.    By  me. 

Q.  Well,  then  you  did  sometimes  pay  out  in  cash  items  of  more 
than  $25i!? 

A.  That  amount  of  money  was  paid  in  cash  either  by  Mr. 
Sackett  or  myself,  I  asked  him  yesterday  whether  he  was  sure  he 
didn't  pay  it.  at  any  rate  he  got  it  from  the  bank,  on  my  instruc- 
tions or  at  my  request  rather,  and  he  either  handed  it  to  Air.  Stone 
or  I  did. 

O.  Is  this  the  same  J.  W.  Stone  that  you  spoke  of  yesterday, 
the  same  game  warden  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  now  what  that  item  was  that  you  gave  us 
yesterday  as  paid  him  ? 

A.  $207. 

O.    Something  over  $200? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  What  was  this  $2500  used  for  by  Mr.  Stone? 

A.   I  don't  know. 

Q.   You  haven't  any  idea? 

A.   I  haven't  any  idea. 

Q.  Well,  who  made  the  arrangement  with  him  by  virtue  of 
which  this  $2501)  was  paid  to  him? 

A.   I  did. 

Q.  Well,  you  say  you  don't  know  what  he  did.  Ho  you  know 
What  he  was  to  do  for  that  $2500? 

A.  Aid  Mr.  Stevenson  in  any  manner  that  he  could. 
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O.  This  was  paid  to  him  I  see,  according  to  the  statement,  on 
the  12th  day  of  August,  which  would  be  18  or  20  days  before  the 
primary? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  done  any  work  before  that,  or 
whether  lie  was  to  do  work  after  that  was  paid  to  him? 

A.   I  don't  know  what  he  may  have  done  before  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  it  was  you  made  the  arrangement  with 
him.  whether  it  was  before  or  on  the  12th  day  of  August,  or 
after .' 

A.  \<>.  sir.  1  don't  recollect  the  date  when  I  had  the  talk  with 
him. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  account  to  you.  either  before  or  after  the  pri- 
mary, to  show  what  he  had  done  with  that  $2,500,  or  for  it? 

A.  Covering  the  expenditure  of  that  item,  not  in  any  man- 
ner. 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  what  kind  of  work  he 
did  in  that  campaign  ? 

A.   1    haven't. 

Q.   Or   whether   he  did   any   or   not.' 

A.  No,  I  haven't  any  means  of  knowing  definitely  what  he 
did. 

(^.  Would  you  consider  that  a  good  business  transaction  in 
your  private  affairs  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir.  under  the  same  circumstances. 

Q.  Were  these  circumstances  somewhat  peculiar  and  unusual, 
that  would  cause  you  to  make  a  business  deal  of  that  kind,  or 
is  thai   your  way  of  doing  business  generally? 

A.   I    usually   follow   instructions. 

Q.  Did  anybody  Instruct  you  to  do  this  in  connection  with 
Mr.  Stone.' 

A.  To  pay  him  $2,500? 

Q.    Yes. 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Did  they  instruct  you  to  pay  him  whatever  he  thought  he 
ought  to  have  .' 

A.  I  was  instructed  to  make  arrangements  with  Mr.  Stone  for 
assisting  Mr.   Stephenson   in  the  campaign. 

Q.  And  by  whom   were  you  so  instructed? 

A.  By  Mr.   Stephenson. 

Q.  And   when   was  that   instruction   given   to  you? 
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A.  Well,  it  must  have  been  prior  to  this  date,  although  I 
don't  know  just  when. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  the  instructions  were  given  to  you.' 
Did  Mr.  Stephenson  give  those  instructions  to  you  in  Milwaukee 
or  somewhere  else  .' 

A.  That  is  something  I  don't  remember,  whether  it  was  by 
'phone  or  a  personal  interview.  I  presume  at  a  personal  inter- 
view, although  I  am  not  sure. 

Q.  Did  .Mr.  Stephenson  tell  you  that  he  had  talked  with  Mr. 
Stone  about  it .' 

A.. Yes,  sir. 

(x).  And  what  arrangements  did  he  say  he  had  made  with 
him  ? 

A.  He  said  that  he  had  had  a  talk  with  Mr.  Stone  and  Mr. 
Stone  was  very  much  inclined  to  help  him  in  his  campaign  and 
that  he  would  like  to  have  me  make  more  arrangements  with  Mr. 
Stone  to  have   him  assist   him. 

Q.  And  after  that  you  did  make  some  arrangements  with  Mr. 
Stone  to  assist  him? 

A.   I  did.  by  the  payment  of  this  money. 

<v>.  Who  fixed  the  amount  that  you  were  to  pay  Mr.  Stone. 
did  you  or  Mr.  Stone  or  Senator  Stephenson  '! 

A.  I  am  quite-  sure  Mr.  Stephenson  didn't,  and  I  think  I 
asked  Mi'.  Stone  about  what  he  thought   it  would  be. 

Q.  About  what  he  thought  it  would  take  to  do  what? 

A.  Organize  and  help  in  connection  with  Mr.  Stephenson's 
campaign. 

Q.  Organize  what?     Any  particular  territory? 

A.   I  don't  think  so. 

Q.  And  you  think  he  told  you  $2,500? 

A.  Why,  I  assume  so  from  the  fact  that  that  was  the  amount 
paid  him. 

Q-  Now  didn't  Senator  Stephenson  tell  you  net  to  question  the 
amount,  or  what  did  he  say  to  you  ?  Just  state  fully  what  he  said 
to  you  which  made  you  feel  that  you  could  give  Mr.  Stone  any 
amount  he  asked  for? 

A.  I  don't  remember  what  he  said,  so  1  couldn't  give  it.  My 
recollection  is  that  Mr.  Stephenson  told  me  that  he  had  talked 
with  Mr.  Stone,  and  that  he  knew  him  and  that  he  wanted  me  to 
make  arrangements  with  him  to  help  him.  and  pay  him  such  money 
as  was  necessary  to  help  along  in  the  campaign. 
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O-  Was  it  put  to  you  in  such  a  way  that  you  didn't  feel  that 
you  had  any  discretion  in  the  matter  as  to  the  amount  that  ycu 
were  to  pay,  that  you  were  to  pay  whatever  Mr.  Stone  asked: 

A.    \<>.  I  think  it  was  perhaps  at  my  discretion. 

O.  And.  as  I  understand  you,  you  didn't  exercise  your  discre- 
tion at  all  ? 

A.  A  little  peculiar  case — I  had  keen  instructed  to  make  ar- 
rangements with  Mr.  Stone  and  tins  was  the  amount  he  thought 
it  would  take,  and  that  is  what  was  paid  him. 

O-   Who  is  Hugo  Franke — do  you  recall: 

A.  1  think  he  is  a  Milwaukee  man.  lie  was  sent  out  in  the 
state.      1    think  we  employed  him. 

O-  And  that  Sioo.     I  n<  rice  is  put  down  a;    "General." 

A.  Yes. 

(  ).    That  was  for  his  services  and  expenses,  was  it  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  "L.  15.  Inx.  '  1-  that  ome  gentleman  who  lives  in  l.a 
Cr<  isse  ci  unty  ? 

A.  Yes,  Mr.  Cox  was  a  member  of  the  assembly  at  the  time  1 
was  year-  ag  >.      1  knew  him  ten  or  tit  teen  years  ago. 

Q.  What  was  he  to  do  in  LaCrosse  county? 
,     A.  Organizing,  help  get  votes  for  Mr.  Stephenson. 

(  ).  Mr.  ('.onion  had  general  charge  of  the  LaCrosse  campaign, 
did  he ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

t  ).  Mow  did  Mr.  Cox  happen  to  make  arrangements  with  you: 
Did  you  call  him  into  Milwaukee,  or  make  arrangements  with  him 
by  letter? 

A.  My  recollection  is  that  I  asked  him  to  come  into  Milwau- 
kee. 

Q.   And  that  he  came? 

A.  And  1  think  that  was  sometime  prior  to  this:  and  that  tin's 
money  was  paid — That  we  made  the  arrangement  with  him  when 
he  came,  and  this  \va:  a  payment  later.  That  is  my  recollection 
'  if  that  particular  item. 

P-  You  can't  indicate  what  kind  of  work  he  did,  only  that  it 
\va-  general. 
•  A.  Yes.  and  I  never  saw  him  but  once  during  the  campaign. 

Q.  "Fond  du  Lac  county,  C.  D.  Smith.  $50."  Did  you  make 
the  arrangement  .with  Mr.  Smith  by  which  that  $50  was  paid? 
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A.  No,  sir;  I  think  Mr.  Smith  came  in  and  told  ns  what  he  had 
done — told  me  perhaps  what  he  had  done,  and  this  money  was 
paid  him  on  the  representations  made. 

Q.  Who  had  general  charge  of  the  work  in  the  Fond  dn  Lac 
campaign  in  behalf  of  Mr.  Stephenson? 
A.  Mr.  Morse? 
(J.    Roy  Morse? 

A.  I  think  that  is  the  name.  R.  11.  Morse.  I  think,  are  the 
initials. 

Q.   What  is  his  business? 
A.   I  think  he  is  a  lawyer. 

O.  The  next  item  is  another  one  to  "L.  B.  Dresser.  SI  sun." 
That  seems  to  be  general  in  its  nature.  Was  that  paid  to  him  in 
pursuance  of  that  talk  that  you  have  testified  with  reference  to? 

A.  Yes.  this  amount  was  paid  him.  and  at  the  time  it  was  stated 
that  Mr.  Hetting  was  to  look  after  one  or  two  counties  up  there, 
and  there  were  two  or  three  other  men's  names  that  he  gave  me  ; 
this  was  to  he  given  to  them.  He  stated  to  me  at  the  time  who 
they  were.  There  was  a  division,  as  I  recollect,  of  $300  in  six 
counties. 

O.  Do  you  know  what  those  six  were?  Was  it  Polk  and  Bur- 
nett ? 

A.  I  think  Polk  and  Burnett — what  other  counties  are  there 
right  adjoining  there? — Rusk? 

Q.    It  wouldn't  include  Dunn  county,  would  it.  or  St.  Croix? 
A.    I  am  inclined  to  think  St.  Croix. 

O.  Altogether  you  paid  Mr.  Dresser  the  sum  of  $2350,  didn't 
you  ? 

A.  I  think  that  item  I  gave  yesterday,  and  this  $1800,  is  the 
i  mly  other    mount. 

O.   We  found  another  item  here  today,  as  I  remember  it.  hut 
we  won't  stop  on  that.     Hulbert,  Barron  county? 
A.    1  don't  know  who  he  is. 

Q.  Now,  here  are  several    items.   "Heyer,"   '•'Etter,"   "Has- 
len,"  "Hair  'and  "Mc  Gill,''  the  following  five  items,  of  $200 
each:  were  those  all  given  to  those  parties  for  general  work  .' 
A.  For  work  in  the  particular  counties,  I  believe. 
Q.   Do  you  know  whether  any  of  them  were  given  for  news- 
pa  pel-  work  ? 
A.  1  don't  think  so.     I  don't  think  I  made  anv  restrictions 
44 
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regarding  newspaper  work.  I  don't  think  anything  was  said 
about  it  in  any  case. 

<v>.  Here  is  an  other  item.  "T.  Purtell,  $175:"  I  think  you 
spoke  of  an  item  you  paid  him  yesterday.  This  is  in  addition 
to  that.' 

A.   I  haven't  paid  him  any. 

Q.  Out  of  that  $5,000  didn't  you  pay  Mr.  Purtell  something? 

A.  No. 

Q.  What  was  this  paid  to  Mr.  Purtell  for? 

A.  I  haven't  any  recollection. 

Q.  Mr.  Purtell  is  connected  with  one  of  the  state  depart- 
ments. State  Fire  Marshall,  or  something  of  that  kind  .' 

A.   He  has  some  position  in  connection  with  the — 

<^}.  (interrupting)  And  at  that  time,  in  the  latter  part  of 
Augusl  and  September .' 

A.    I  think  so.  yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  in  thai  position  he  has  some  assistants  under  him,  as 
I  understand  it ;  deputies  .' 

A.   I  think  there  are  deputy  fire  marshalls. 

Q.   Do  yon  know  anything  Mr.  Purtell  did  for  that  $175? 

A.  I  haven't  the  slightest  idea. 

Q.  Was  there  ever  any  instruction  on  the  part  of  Senator 
Stephenson  to  you  to  scrutinize  these  accounts,  examine  them, 
and  pay  them  if  they  were  right,  and  disallow  them  if  they 
were  wrong;  or  any  instruction  of  that  kind  to  yon.' 

A.    None  whatever. 

Q.  Was  there  any  communication  in  any  way.  by  instruction 
in  any  manner  from  Senator  Stephenson,  to  the  effect  that  he 
wanted  him  to  question  any  demand  for  money? 

A.  1  don't  think  he  ever  told  me  to,  no.  These  accounts  had 
all  passed  through  the  hank,  and  Mr.  Puelicher  and  Mr.  Van 
Cleve  had  access  to  the  expenditures,  and  1  assume  that  if  there 
was  anything  that  they  didn't  like  that  they  would  speak  about 
it. 

Q.  When  yon  gave  a  receipt  there,  when  a  man  came  into 
Milwaukee  and  yon  gave  him  a  receipt,  you  didn't  understand 
Mr.  Puelicher  was  to  exercise  his  judgment,  whether  it  was  a 
proper  expenditure;  yon  were  the  one. 

A.  Oh,  I  passed  on  it.  but  in  handling  the  money  1  assumed — 
in  fact  I  was  told  that  at  the  time  I  went  down — that  they 
would  handle  the  money  and  it  would  be   in    their   possession. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION.      683 

In  fact,  I  understand  that  Mr.  Van  Cleve  went  to  .Milwaukee 
every  week  or  ten  days  and  looked  over  things,  and  if  there 
had  been  anything  wrong  he  would  have  mentioned  it  to  me. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Van  Cleve  come  to  your  office  and  examine  the 
accounts,  si)  as  to  be  able  to  know  what  money  was  being  paid 
out .' 

A.  So  far  as  I  know.  not.  1  did  not  know  there  were  any  ac- 
counts there  to  be  examined. 

Q.  You  understood  there  were  accounts  being  kept  in  your 
office  on  cards  and  slips  and  so  on  .' 

A.   I  understood  Mr.  Sackett  would  make  up  a  statement. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know,  did  Mr.  Van  Cleve  ever  come  to  your 
office  to  examine  those  accounts,  to  ascertain  what  was  being 
spent,  and  what  it  was  being  spent  for,  and  to  whom  it  was  be- 
ing paid  '. 

A.    I  don  't  think  so. 

Q.   Did  J.  R.  Jones  have  general  charge  of  the  Racine  county 

campaign  ? 
A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  C.  E.  Morley,  of  Vernon  county,  was  there  one  of 
those  items  that  you  gave  us  yesterday  paid  to  him1 

A.  Yes.  sir:  and  I  wanted  to  make    a    statement    regarding 
that.     He  got  this  five  hundred,  and  returned  #200. 
Q.   Do  you  mean  he. returned  some  of  this  money! 
A.  He  returned  $200,  yes. 

Q.  The  next  item  we  have  was  a  draft  to  S.  L.  Perrin,  which 
seems  to  be  $3,000.  That  seems  to  be  six  $500  items.  Were 
those  in  different  checks,  or  why  are  those  put  in  six  items.' 

A.  I  really  don't  know  why  that  division  was  made  in  that 
way:  hut  I  am  sure  it  was  in  one  draft,  or  cashier's  check. 
Q.   You  think  it  was  in  one  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  think  it  was  in  one.. 

Q.  Wasn't  Mr.  Perrin  the  man  who  was  to  look  after  those 
counties  up  in  that  corner,  rather  than    Mr.  Dresser.' 

A.  Up  in  that  part  of  the  state,  yes.  My  recollection  is.  as 
I  stated  yesterday,  it  was  Douglas,  Sawyer.  Washburn  and  Bay- 
held:  I  think  those  were  the  four. 

Q.  That  Mr.  Perrin  was  looking  after? 
A.  Yes,  I  think  those  were  the  four. 

Q.  And  that  it  did  not  cover  the  same  territory  that  Mr. 
Dresser  was  looking  after? 
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A.  1  did  not  intend  to  conflict  in  any  way,  or  have  them  con- 
flict. 

Q.  That  was  used  for  general  purposes  of  organizing,  as 
you  have  described  with  reference  to  the  other  items,  was  it? 

A.    Yes.    sir. 

Q.  Now.  I  don't  know  hut  what  I  have  asked  you  this  ques- 
tion before,  but  I  will  ask  you  again,  as  I  have  forgotten  it.  if 
I  did;  When  yen  paid  out  these  $200  or  $500  or  $1,000  or 
$2,500  or  $2,000  items  <Y:d  you  give  any  instructions  as  to  how 
they  were  to  spend  this  money,  or  hew  they  were  not  to  spend 
it? 

A.  <>h.  I  don't  think  so.  I  think  I  talked  the  situation  over 
more  or  less  in  detail. 

Q.  Did  you  instruct  anyone  of  them  to  whom  you  paid  such 
sums  that  they  were  not  to  use  them  in  behalf  of  the  campaign 
of  any  member  of  the  Legislature,  for  his  nomination? 

A.  I  am  sure  that  I  did  mention  that  in  conversation  with 
some:  and  whether  all  of  them  or  not  1  am  not  sure. 

Q.  At  any  time  after  did  you  learn  that  they  had  used  any 
of  this  money  in  connection  with  the  campaign  of  any  of  the 
candidates  for  the  legislature? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  money  that  was  expended  by  me  that 
was  used   for  the  purpose  of  electing  any  nominee. 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  of  it  that  was  spent  or  used  by  or 
given  to  any  man  who  was  a  candidate  for  member  of  the 
Legislature,  no  matter  whether  it  was  spent  for  his  campaign  or 
not? 

A.  No.  I  do  not.  because  no  report  was -made  to  me. 

(t).   Aside    from   those   two  that   you    spoke   of.' 

A.   Aside   from  those,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  some  of  these  drafts  or  cashier's  checks  come  back 
to  you  endorsed  over  to  other  people,  or  did  you  ever  see  them 
after  they  were  endorsed  by  other  people? 

A.   Xo,   sir,    I    don't  think    I    ever  saw  one. 

The  Chairman:  Mr.  Puelieher  has  those  cheeks  here,  and 
if  he  will  kindly  let  us  have  them  they  might  held  us  in  the 
examination. 

(Checks   produced    and    handed    to    the    chairman.) 

Q.  This  item  here  of  $3,000,  to  S.  L.  Perrin,  seems  to  cove- 
Dunn.  La  Crosse.  Langlade,  Burnett.  Washington,  Vilas.  Polk. 
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Barron  and  Florence  counties;  you  understand  that  thai  was 
intended  to  cover  ;ill  of  those  counties,  do  you? 

A.  My  recollection  is  that  that  is  a  mistake;  thai  the  counties 
that  I  have  named  are  the  ones  that  he  looked  after,  though  he 
possibly  may  have  been   in  some  others. 

Q.  Take  a  county  like  La  Crosse  thai  was  a  long  way  from 
Mr.  Perrin  's  home,  wasn  't  it  .' 

A.    Yes.    I   should   think  that  that  was  a    mistake 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  this  memorandum  was  obtained  from, 
in  connection  with  this  aeeounl  .'  That  is.  where  this  infor- 
mation with  reference  to  the  names  of  the  counties  he  covered 
was  gotten    from  .' 

A.  I  don't  know.  If  Mr.  Sackett  ever  asked  mo  about  it, 
and  I  told  him,  :t  was  certainly  a  mistake,  because  T  think  ho 
endeavored  to  get  it  from  the  best  source  possible. 

Rodney  Sackett,  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  The  Chairman: 

Q.  Mr.  Sackett.  did  yon  give  any  explanation  of  that  while 
you  wi  re  i  n   thai   subjeel  .' 

A.  Why.  as  I  remember,  Mr.  Edmonds  told  me  a  number  of 
counties  thai  were  to  cover  that  item,  and  that  it  was  to  be 
rathei-  divided  in  those  counties:  that  is.  part  of  it  was  to  be 
used    in    Bayfield — is  that   the  first   county.' 

(I    Dunn  .' 

A.  That  was  my  understanding.  It  was  not  perfectly  clear 
that  this  momy  was  all  to  be  spent  in  one  particular  spot;  that 
is.  each  bunch  of  $500;  but  my  understanding  was  that  it  was 
to  cover  those  counties.     Now,   T  may  have  misunderstood  him. 

Q.  When  was  that,  when  you  made  this  entry  on  your  slip 
or  card,  or  when  you  were  making  up  your  account  from  those 
slips  .' 

A.  At  one  of  the  times  when  I  was  making  up  the  account, 
from  the  slips,  as  f  remember  it. 

Q.  You  are  not  able  to  say  now  definitely  whether  a  county, 
we  will  say  La  Crosse,  was  included  in  Mr.  Perrin 's  district 
that  he  was  looking  after,  or  oo1  .' 

A.  1  should  think  T  understood  La  Crosse  to  be  one  of  the 
counties,  or  I  would  not  have  put  it  down.  T  would  not  say  I 
am  above  mistakes.     I  may  have  misunderstood  Mr.   EdmondsL, 
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Q.  Do  you  know  whether  you  had  La  Crosse  county  on  this 
slip  or  card? 

A.  It  would  be  very  hard  to  remember  just  what  was  on  that 
card.  I  may  have  been  indefinite  on  the  card,  and  asked  in- 
formation, in  regard  to  a  large  amount  like  this,  from  Mr.  Ed- 
monds.    Probably  I  did. 

n.  When  you  copied  from  the  card  onto  the  account? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

<x>.  Have  you  got  the  original  account  you  made  up  from 
these  cards  and  slips  and  memoranda? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Where  is  that  .' 

A.  It  was  made  up  on  a  typewriter,  and  a  different  kind  of 
a  typewriter  and  a  bad  typewriter.  Sometimes  it  looked  very 
much  spoiled,  and  I  had  clean  copies  made.  I  would  say  with 
almost  certainty  that  the  account  as  it  appears  here  is  an  exact 
copy  of  the  account  as  I  made  it  originally  with  the  typewriter. 
I  might  have  made  a  mistake  in  taking  it  from  the  cards  on 
account  of  the  facts  thai  they  were  written  hurriedly,  and  1 
am  not  a  very  good  penman  ;  hut  when  I  put  it  down  in  type- 
writing 1  would  not  be  apt  to  make  a  mistake  in  copying  that. 

Mr.  Edmonds:  I  should  think.  Senator,  if  yon  will  allow  a 
suggestion,  that  there  is  almost  certain  to  be  a  mix-up  some- 
where there;  of  course  Langlade  county  is  mentioned,  and  that 
is  way  over  in  the  eastern  pari  of  the  state. 

E.    A.     Edmonds,    recalled,    testified    as    follows: 

Q.  There  were  some  of  the  workers  who  travelled  around  in 
various  parts  of  the  state.  I  suppose.' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  But  you  understood  IVrrin's  work  was  to  he  of  a  local  na- 
ture.' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  W.  C.  Bratz—  Do  you  know  where  he  is  lo- 
cated ? 

A.  I  think  he  lives  at  Jackson,  or  West  Bend;  one  of  those 
towns  near  Milwaukee;  north. 

Q.  That  would  be  in  Washington  county3 

A.  T  think  he  is  in  Washington  county,  yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  have  charge  of  the  campaign  there.' 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  W.  C.  Bratz? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Is  he  a  newspaper  man  .' 

A.   I  don't  know,  but  I  don't  think  so. 

Q.  0.  0.  Larson,  in  Ozaukee  county,  whs  Ik-  manager  in  Ozau- 
kee county ! 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  L.  C.  Keller,  in  Sank  county;  was  Mr.  Keller  manager  in" 
Sauk  county  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  different  arrangements  made  with  him  than 
tho.si  yon  have  testified  to.  with  reference  to  the  general  run 
of  these  fellows  who  had  general  charge  of  the  campaign  in  a 
county  .' 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Trempealeau  county,  an  item  "E.  A.  E."  I  suppose  that 
would  he  on  your  check  stuh  hook  there  probably;  the  14th  of 
August,  $375  ! 

A.  The  notation  on  my  check  hook  savs:  '"Hotel  Pfister, 
$375;  \Y.  E.  George,  Trempealeau."  I  remember  that  particu- 
lar instance. 

Q.  Just  explain  to  the  committee  about  it.  Is  that  E.  E. 
or  \Y.  E.  George  .' 

A.  "W.  E."  here. 

Q.  You  may  tell  the  committee  about  that. 

A.  It  is  a  cash  item.  I  drew  the  check  and  got  the  cash  on 
the  check  at  the  Pfister  Hotel,  where  I  was  stopping,  of  the 
cashier,  and  gave  it  to  Mr.  George.  I  think  it  was  in  the  even- 
ing, or  at   least  after  banking  hours. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  George  have  charge  of  the  Stephenson  campaign 
in  Trempealeau  county  ! 

A.  Yes.  sir.     I  say  "charge;"  he  did  some  work  there  for  us. 

Q.  You  had  some  other  manager  in  Trempealeau  county, 
rather  than  George  .' 

A.  Mr.  Cowie. 

Q.  R.  S.  Cowie.  the  county  judge? 

A.  Yes.  the  county  judge  up  there. 

Q.  And  those  two  gentlemen —  Were  there  any  others  who 
had  charge  of  the  campaign  in  Trempealeau  county.' 
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A.  I  think  that  I  did  not  pay  anyone  else  any  money  up  there 
at  all. 

Q.  Is  there  anybody  else  in  Trempealeau  county  that  you 
know  of  that  was  looking  out  for  Mr.  Stephenson's  interests.7 

A.  Only  as  they  were  interested.  There  is  no  one  else  1  gave 
any  assistance  to. 

O.  Do  yon  know  how  that  money  was  expended  in  Trem- 
pealeau county  ? 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q-  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  it  was  spent,  i  r  any  part  of  it 
spent,  in  the  interest  of  any  candidate  for  the  legislature? 

A.  1  have  no  reasdn  to  think  it  was.  I  don't  know.  1  never 
lad  any  report  of  it. 

Q-  Did  you  ever  indicate  to  anybody  that  there  was  going  to  be 
any  of  Mr.  Ste]  hensi  n's  money  spent  there  in  behalf  of  or  in  oppo- 
sition to  any  candidate  for  the  legislature? 

A.  I  certainly  d' d  not:  because  we  didn't  do  it:  didn't  contem- 
plate it. 

(  ).  Another  item  "general,  K.  A.  I\.,  $25";  and  another  one 
'"E.  A.  E. "  "  100." 

A.  The  .check  I  speak  of  here  was  for  $400,  and  $25  of  that  is 
charged  to  my  account,  and  I  used  it:  and  the  §375  that  went  to 
George  makes  up  the  four  hundred,  the  next  item  of  S400. 

Q.  The  next' item  is  $100? 

A.  (  if  the  $100  it  says:  "Cash  expenses,  "Dep."  I  suppose  it 
is  "Deputy."  "Dep.  Waukesha"'  and  "Italian,  Racine  and  Ken- 
osha." 1  don't  know  just  what  that  means.  I  know  there  was  an 
Italian  from  Milwaukee  went  down  to  Racine  and  Kenosha  to  help. 

Q.  And  that  was  $100.  was  it? 

A.   Yes,  sir:  so  that  all  that  money  was  used  in  those  ways. 

O-  The  next  item  is  $150.  to  W.  (  >.  Roberts.  Waukesha  comity. 
What  was  that  for?  Did  Mr.  Roberts  have  charge  of  the  cam- 
paign in  Waukesha  county  ? 

A.   At  least  he  assisted  there,  and  I  paid  him  this. 

(").  Was  there  anyone  in  Waukesha  comity  had  general  supervi- 
sion of  the  campaign ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  that? 

A.  I  think  A.  M.  Jones. 

O-  Was  Mr.  Roberts  called  in  to  Milwaukee? 
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A.  I  think  he  lives  in  Milwaukee,  or  at  least  has  business  there, 
and  is  in  there  ever}'  daw 

O.   But  it  was  for  work-  in  Waukesha  county? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Or  for  use  in  Waukesha  county? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  I  see  you  have  "Ashland  count)-."  "T.  J.  Laughlin, 
$400."     Was  he  manager  there? 

A.  Well.  Mr,  that  and  the  next  item,  I  can't  recall  either  one  of 
those  men. 

O-   Do  you  know  where  Air.  Laughlin  lives? 

A.   Xo.     As  I  say,  I  don't  recall  those  two  items  in  any  way. 

Q-  This  next  item.  $500,  "A.  C.  Miller."  you  don't  recollect 
that  ? 

A.   X<>,  sir. 

O-  Do  you  kmw  anything  about  how  it  was  paid  to  these  men? 

A.  It  must  have  been  a  check  or  draft  as  the  number  is  given 
there.     That  is  the  only  thing  I  know  about  it. 

Q.  I  see  that  the  cashier's  check  is  endorsed  by  "D.  E.  Riordan.' 
Does  that  help  you  to  locate  it? 

A.   Yes,  that  may  have  been  a  part  of  the  money  paid  to  him. 

Q.   Paid  to  whom  ? 

A.   Riordan. 

Q.  In  addition  to  what  the  account  shows,  a^ide  from  that? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  never  saw  Miller  or  Laughlin,  and  don't  know 
who  they  are. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  how  you  g«.t  this  into  their 
hands,  into  Laughlin' s  or  Miller's  hands,  these  checks? 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :     Are  both  endorsed  to  Riordan,  or  only  one? 

Witness:     Are  both  the  same  thing? 

The  Chairman  :     Yes,  they  are  both  endorsed  by  I).  E.  Riordan. 

A.  That  account  for  the  discrepancy  in  the  amount  T  thought 
had  been  paid  to  Mr.  Riordan  and  the  amount  that  shows  here.  It 
was  about  a  thousand  dollars,  as  I  remember  it :  and  this  $goo  may 
be  the  amount  that  was  paid  to  make  up  that  discrepancy. 

O.  As  I  find  it,  there  was  $2,300  paid  to  Riordan  aside  from 
these. 

A.  Yes.  my  recollection  was  it  was  something  over  $3,000; 
$3,200  I  thought. 

Q-   Something  like  $3,200  paid  to  D.  E.  Riordan  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  this  was  made  payable  to  T.  I.  Laughlin, 
and  A.  C.  Miller,  instead  of  being-  made  payable  directly  to  D.  E. 
Riordan  ? 

A.  In  no  other  manner  than  that  he  must  have  suggested  it,  for 
I  sent  it  in  that  manner  in  those  two  checks. 

O-   That  is.  Mr.  Riordan  suggested  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  Now,  I  do  not  wish  to  make  the  statement  that 
he  did  that,  but  I  am  quite  sure  I  would  not  have  sent  it  that  way 
unless  he  had. 

O.  Were  there  many  of  these  cases  in  which  these  cashiers 
checks  were  sent  out  to  parties  other  than  the  one  to  whom  the 
money  was  to  finally  go? 

A.   I  don't  recall  any. 

Q.  Any  others  ? 

A.   I  don't  recall  those,  in  fact. 

O-  "Sheboygan  county,  E.  Voight,  $56.50."  Do  you  know 
what  that  was  f<  >r  ? 

\.    For  work  in  connection  with  the  campaign  that  he  did  there. 

O.   Is  he  the  man  who  had  charge  of  it  in  Sheboygan  county? 

A.  He  did  some  work  for  us  there. 

Q.  Was  there  someone  had  general  supervision  there? 

A.   No,  I  don't  think  in  particular  any  one  man. 

Q.  "L.  E.  McGill,  $250.  Rusk  county"? 

A.  The  same  way. 

Q.  That  is  the  same? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

()■  That  is,  it  was  given  to  Mr.  McGill  for  general  work  in  Rusk 
-county  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  "E.  F.  Scherbel,  $95.74"  :  is  that  the  same? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  "J.  C.  Miller.  $50"  ;  nothing  to  show  where  that  was  used. 
Who  was  I.  C.  Miller? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  who  this  J.  C.  Miller  was.  but  J.  C.  Mil- 
ler went  out  from  the  office  for  Mr.  Stephenson,  all  through  the 
campaign  ;  in  fact,  he  started  in  before  I  did. 

O.  Does  he  live  in  Milwaukee? 

A.  No.  sir,  this  J.  C.  Miller  I  mean  does  not:  he  lives  in  Madit 
son;  formerly  Marinette. 
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O-  "C.  S.  French,  $800,  Walworth  and  Kenosha  counties,"  that 
is  marked? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  for  general  work  in  those  two  counties? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q-  Another  item,  "M.  C.  Ring,  Chippewa  and  ('lark  counties'"; 
have  yon  any  recollection  of  that,  aside  from  what  the  memoran- 
dum shows  here  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  It  was  just  a  part  of  the  money  paid  him.  I  do 
not  know  why  any  county  should  appear,  except  that  lie  came  from 
Clark  count\'. 

O.  You  don't  know  whether  any  of  it  was  spent  in  Chippewa 
county  or  not  ? 

A.  No. 

The  Chairman  :      T  will  skip  one  or  two  items. 

Q-  "General,  E.  A.  E.,  $200." 

A.  That  is  check  No.  14.  There  is  no  notation  here,  except 
"E.  A.  E.  expense." 

Q.  That  was  $300? 

A.  $200. 

Q-  It  is  carried  out  "$300.' '  I  think  there  was  some  explana- 
tion made  of  that,  to  the  effect  that  there  was  $200  in  a  check  and 
$100  in  currency.     Have  you  any  recollection  of  it? 

A.   Xo.      I  don't  know  how  that  would  he  arrived  at.  I  am  sure. 

O.  And  in  your  opinion,  was  that  $2oo,  or  $300,  whichever  it 
was.  drawn  for  paying  to  somebody  who  had  done  or  was  to  do 
work  in  the  campaign  ? 

A.  No,  I  don't  think  so.     I  think  that  $200  was  simply  for  ex- 
penses, when  I  run  short  of  money. 

Mr.  Bray:     Your  own  personal  expenses? 

A.  My  own  personal  expenses. 

O-  "H.  H.  Morgan,"  in  Dane  county.  Mr.  Morgan  was  nc* 
the  gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the  campaign  in  Dane  county, 
was  he? 

A.   I  think  it  is  proper  to  say    that    Mr.    Ames    had    charge: 

though  he  and  Mr.   Morgan  worked I  think  Mr.   Morgan 

assisted  him,  and  they  consulted.     This  was  for  an  expenditure 
that  Mr.  Morgan  made. 

O.  And  you  don't  know  what  this  was  for,  this  $226? 

A.  No. 
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Q.  What  is  Mr.  Morgan's  business,  if  you  know? 

A.  He  is  assistant  United  States  attorney,  I  think. 

<-^.  I  see  the  check  is  endorsed  over  to  E.  W.  Keyes.  That 
docs  not  call  anything  further  to  your  attention,  does  it.  as  to 
what  it  was  fur  .' 

A.  No.  I  never  had  any  talk  or  conversation  with  Mr.  Keyes 
up  to  that  time. 

Q.  '"E.  P.  Lamoreaux,  $2.~>."     Who  is  Mr.  Lamoureaux? 

A.    I  dnt)  't  know. 

Q.   "C.  II.  Russell.  $350;"  what  was  that  for.' 

A.   I  didn't  pay  that. 

<x>.  I  sec  il  is  endorsed  over  to  "Hugh  Lewis."  There  are 
some  other  items  here  to  Hugh  Lewis.  Mr.  Lewis  did  some 
work  in  the  campaign,  did  he.  here  in  Dane  comity:' 

A.  Yes.  he  was  very  much  interested  in  the  campaign,  and 
I  think  he  asked  me  to  pay  him  a1  different  times,  which  I  did. 

Q.   Von  don  't  remember  why  this  was  drawn  to  ( \  IT.  Russell  ? 

A.   No. 

<L>.  What  kind  of  work  did  Mr.  Lewis  do.  the  man  you  have 
des  :ribed   her"     general  work  .' 

A.  General  organizing,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  Here  is  another  one  to  Hugh  Lewis.  $160.  I  suppose  that 
was  for  the  same  purpose  .' 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

Q.   "J.  T.  Hans  mi.  $250?" 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  met  Mr.  Hanson,  but  he  is  the 
man  I  am  quite  sure— my  recollection  is  he  had  charge  of 
Juneau  county. 

Q.    Where  does  he   reside  .' 

A.    I   ready  don 't   know. 

<v>.  Mauston,  or  Elroy  .' 

A.  My  recollection  is  Mauston,  hut  I  am  not  positive. 

Q.   Another  item.  "J.  T.  Hanson.  $150:'" 

A.  The  same. 

Q.  That  was  for  Juneau  county,  for  the  same  purpose.' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  "G.  W.  Dart,  $400."  do  you  remember  anything  about 
that  item  .' 

A.  No.  sir,  except  that  I  remember  that  check  was  paid  him. 

<^>.   Isn't  Mr.  Dart  a  game  warden,  too  .' 

A.   I  don't  know  him.     I  never  saw  him. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  who  called  your  attention  to  Mr.  Dar1  : 

A.  No,  sir.  I  do ii  "1   remember  who  did. 

Q.  Uo  you  know  whether  he  came  in  to  Milwaukee  to  talk  it 
over  with  you  .' 

A.  1  am  quite  sure  he  did  not.  I  don't  think  I  ever  saw  the 
man. 

Q.  i)o  you  know  whether  or  qo1  yon  made  the  arrangement 
with  him  to  do  some  work  there? 

A.  I  don't  recollection  anything  definite,  although  I  know  1 
talked  with  Mr.  Dart  by  'phone  at  different  times.  There  was 
some  man  in  there — where  is  that,  in  Juneau  comity  .' 

<!>.  No,  it  is  in  Sauk. 

A.  Whether  this  was  done  with  the  knowledge  of  Mr.  Keller. 
who  had  charge  there,  or  was  supposed  to  have  charge,  or  not, 
I  am  not  positive.  I  haven't  any  recollection  in  regard  to  Dart, 
not  having  met  him. 

<v>.  "  D.  Atwood,  Jr.,"  who  was  he? 

A.  lie  is  some  man  down  in  Rock  county  that  I  telephoned 
to,  I  don't  think  I  ever  met  him. 

Q.  Yon  paid  him  $50 .' 

A.  Yes.  sir,  I  assume  so.  I  haven't  any  recollection,  except 
this  notation — memorandum. 

<^).  "J.  II.  Frank,  $125"  in  parenthesis,  and  carried  out  "$140, 
Clark  county  ?" 

A.  I  don't  know  what  that  means,  why  there  are  two  items 
there,  but  I  sent  him  money  twice.  I  think. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  you  were  sending  him  money  tor  his 
services,  or  for  him  to  employ  somebody  else.' 

A.  I  supposed  that  he  was  organizing  the  county  there. 

Q.  Mr.  Ring. was  organizing  the  county  there,  wasn't  he.' 

A.  Xo.  not  alone. 

Q.   You  had.  two  organizers  in  (lark  county,  did  yon.' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  "P.  Dormady,  Ashland  county."  Have  you  any  recollec- 
tion of  that  item  .' 

A.  Yes.  I  remember  sending  that  to  Mr.  Dormady. 

Q.  Was  that  at  the  request  of  the  county  manager,  or  not ' 

A.  My  recollection  is  that  he  wrote  me  regarding  thatAand  I 
took-  it  up  and  paid  him.  after  receivng  his  ietter. 

Q.  "P.  W.  Dangers,  advertising,  $50;"  what  kind  of  adver- 
tising was  that  ? 
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A.  I  think  he  is  the  man  who  did  some  advertising  in  con- 
nection with  the  nickel  shows;  was  going*  to  have  advertising 
space  on  the  curtain  in  the  shows  he  represented. 

Q.  Electric  theaters .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  I  notice  an  item  down  here  "'general.  $227.08."  Do  you 
know  anything  about  that  item? 

A.  Xo.  sir.  there  is  nothing  to  recall  it  to  my  mind.  I  don't 
know  what  it  was. 

Q.   There  is  no  check  for  that,  apparently? 

A.  No. 

<t>.  "Harry   Bowman.  $150,  Waukesha  county." 

A.  Yes.  I  gave  him  $150.  I  believe. 

Q.  "R.  S.  Cowie,  Trempealeau  county? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

<x).  That  was  for  work  for  Senator  Stephenson  in  Trem- 
pealeau county  .' 

A.    Entirely,  so  far  as  I  know. 

<x>.    Do  yon  know   what  he  did  ! 

A.  Organized  the  county,  I  suppose.  I  don't  know  anything 
more  than  that. 

(}.  Did  yon  know  thai  he  was  spending  practically  all  his 
time  during  the  campaign  in  behalf  of  one  of  the  assembly  can- 
didates in  Trempealeau  county  .' 

A.   I   never  heard  of  that.  no. 

Q.  At  any  rate,  yon  didn't  know  it  at  the  time  you  paid  him 
Hi  is  .' 

A.  No. 

Q.  Another  item  of  $200  to  "George  Gordon,  La  Crosse." 
When  yon  sent  in  these  different  items  like  that  were  they  sent 
in  at  the  request — I  will  say:  Was  this  one  sent  in  at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Gordon,  or  did  you  send  it  to  him  voluntarily ? 
You  had  paid  him  already  some  $1,300.  I  think,  and  I  inquire 
about  these  later  payments. 

A.  I  assume  that  in  a  case  of  that  kind,  if  I  had  agreed  to 
pay  a  man  $500,  and  had  only  sent  him  three,  he  may  have 
called  for  it.  and  it  may  have  been  sent  to  him  without  his  call- 
ing for  it.  knowing  the  balance  Avas  due  him. 

Q.  Your  recollection  is  that  you  had  agreed  then  to  pay  him 
$1 .500  ? 
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A.  I  don'1  recollect  this  particular  instance.  I  don't  remem- 
ber whether  I  sent  it  to  him.  or  whether  he  asked  for  it. 

Q.  Yon  made  payments  to  other  parties  in  La  Crosse,  aside 
from  Mr.  Gordon,  didn't  you — or  don't  yon  recollect? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  any  others.  There  may  have  been  some. 
I   would  know,   if  the  names  were  given  me. 

Q.  "Manitowoc  county,  C.  E.  Brady.  $500."  Did  Brady 
have  charge  of  Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign  in  Manitowoc 
county  .; 

A.  At  least  he  did  some  work'  there.  The  work  was  in  charge 
of  Mr.  Weisman,  I  believe. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Brady  in  Milwaukee  to  see  von  about  it? 

A.  Yes,  I  saw  him  in  Milwaukee.  I  am  quite  sure. 

Q.   Did  you  call  him  in? 

A.    I  think  so. 

Q.  Did  you  know  at  the  time  you  called  him  in  that  he  was 
the  chairman  of  the  republican  county  committee? 

A.  I  am  not  positive.  I  do  not  think  that  that  would  have- 
made  any  difference,  if  I  had  known  it. 

Q.  You  can't  say  now  whether  you  knew  that  or  not? 

A.   Xo    I  cannot. 

Q.  You  understood  that  for  that  $500  he  was  to  do  work  in 
behalf  of  Senator  Stephenson,  and  in  opposition  to  the  other 
candidates,  republican  candidates  for  United  States  senator,  did 
you .' 

A.  T  understood  that  it  was  to  be  used  for  assisting  Mr. 
Stephenson,  and  his  candidacy. 

Q.   In  such  way  as  he  saw  fit  .' 

A.  Yes,  the  same  as  the  other  men. 

Q.  AY  ho  Mas  it  had  charge  of  the  campaign  in  Manitowoc 
county? 

A.  I  think  a  man  by  the  name  of  Weisman.  whose  name  ap- 
pears somewhere  in  the  records. 

Q.   Do  you  know  how  you  got  acquainted  with  Mr.  Brady? 

A.  I  don't  know.  Tt  is  quite  probable  that  I  got  his  name 
from  Mr.  Overbeck.  who  was  very  well  acquainted  in  the  state, 
and   with  whom   I   consulted  whenever  1  had  an  opportunity. 

Q.  "Who  had  charge  of  the  campaign  in  Kewaunee  county? 

A.  T  think  Mr.  Overbeck  looked  after  that  entirely,  if  I  re- 
member. 
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Q.  Was  Mr.  Overbeck  the  man  who  employed  Mr.  Eppling  to 
do  work  in  Kewaunee  county  .' 

A.  i  am  not  sure  That  is.  1  don't  think  he  employed  him. 
I  think  Mr.  Eppling  came  down  to  Milwaukee,  probably  because 
]Mr.  Overbeck  suggested  it,  because  I  didn't  know  him  before 
that. 

Q.  "C.  L.  Minor.  $300"  and  "X.  L.  James,  $300."  Did  you 
make  any  arrangements  with  them,   personally? 

A.  [  don't  recollect  of  having  made  arrangements  with  either 
one  of  them,  no,  sir.  * 

<.^.  Do  you  know  who  made  arrangements  with  either  gentle- 
man to  work  in  Richland  county? 

A.    1    do   not. 

<.,).    Do  you  know   whether  or  not  it  was  Mr.  Bancroft:' 

A.    I    do    not. 

Q.  You  have  no  recollection  of  il.  one  way  or  the  other, 
whether  Mr.   Bancroft   had  anything  to  do  with  that   or  not? 

A.  1  don't  know  that  he  did.  or  did  not.  no.  I  certainly  did 
not   make  the  arrangements. 

Q.  I  think  yon  have  said  you  didn't  remember  either  one  of 
these  men  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir.  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  nut  Mr.  Minor,  but  I 
met  Mr.  dames,  later. 

(.,).  Before  the  campaign  .' 

A.  I  don't  think  I  met  him.  -  Yes.  I  think  I  met  him  dur- 
ing the  campaign,  before  it  closed. 

Q.  But  not  before  or  at  the  time  these  payments  were  made.' 

A.  Possibly,  but  I  don't  think  1  did.  I  don't  remember.  I 
don't  r.  collect  the  circumstances. 

Q.  If  you  made  arrangements  with  either  one  of  these  men  to 
do  work,  vim  don't  recollect  it? 

A.   No,   I  don't   recollect  it.  if  \  did. 

Q.  "Rock  county."  "!).  Atwood,"  was  he  the  manager  there.' 

A.   Where  is  that  ! 

Q.  At  the  bottom  of  page  899  :' 

A.    I   think  his  name  appeared  above. 

Q.    I   say.  was  he  manager  in   Rock  county? 

A*.  lie  did  some  work  there.  I  don't  think  any  one  person 
had  the  whole  county. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  <v>.  Is  that  the  same  one  that  is  designated 
••!).   Atweed,  Jr.?" 
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A.  Yes,    1    think  so. 

(t).  Referring  to  your  stub,  "August  26,"  "general,"  "E.  A. 
Edmonds   $400;"  what  was  that  for? 

A.  The  notation  here  says  for  check  No.  1.1.  "R.  Sackett,  cash 

for  K.  A.  E.;"  that  is  $200.  On  the  same  date  "Sackett" 
tliis  i;  in  .Mr.  Sackett's  handwriting — "$175."  On  the  same 
dat-  "D.  II.  .Moore."  check  No.  Hi.  "Expense  of  one  of  our 
Workers  from  Milwaukee.  $25."  That  makes  up  the  four  hun- 
dred, -lust  what  those  were  for  I  haven't  any  recollection,  ex- 
cept what  this  (referring  to  stub)   says. 

0.  The  $200.  and  the  $17.">.  you  have  no  recollection  of? 

A.  No.  Evidently  the  one  was  given  to  .Mr.  Sackett.  and  the 
other  cne  to  me.  for  expenses.  That  is  what  this  (referring 
to  stub )   would  indicate. 

0.  Another  item.  ":!()()*'  to  "George  Gordon."  Have  you  a 
i<  collection  of  whether  there  was  any  limit  as  to  the  amount 
you   were  to  spend   in    La   Crosse   county  .' 

A.  I   don't  know.     1   don't   remember  of  any. 

Q.  And  you  don't  recollect  whether  Mr.  Gordon  called  for 
this  amount  or  not,  or  whether  you  sent  it  to  him  in  pursuance 
of  an  agreement  that   was  made  at  the  beginning? 

A.   No.  sir.   I   wouldn't  want  to  say. 

Q.  "L.  W.  Thayer."  "$600."      What   was  that  for? 

A.  He  had  done  work  for  us  in  the  western  part — lie  lives 
at  Ripon  and  he  had  done  work  for  us  in  the  western  part  of 
Fond  du  Lac  county,  and  the  eastern  part  of  Green  Lake 
county,  organizing. 

0.   Is  that  ex-Senator  Thayer  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Lid  you  make  an  arrangement  with  Mr.  Thayer  to  do 
this    work   yourself;' 

A.  Ye?,  sir.  lie  was  in  the  legislature  at  the  time  I  was 
here,  you  know.     I  have  known   him  twenty  years. 

Q.  "U.  G.  Keller.   Baralioo."  another  payment  of  $150? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  I  think  you  said  he  had  charge  of  the  campaign  in  Sauk 
county  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir,  I  should  say  that. 

Q.  Was  he  game  warden  at  the  time  of  the  campaign,  or 
don  't  you  know  .' 
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A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  gave  you  his  name  .' 

A.  No.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  him  before  the  campaign? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  gave  you  the  name  of  J.  T.  Hanson? 

A.  No.  I  assume  it  that  it  was  Mr.  Overbeck.  I  don't  know. 
He  gave  me  the  most  of  the  names  of  the  people  that  I  didn't 
know. 

Q.  4iR.  L.  Morse,"  another  item  of  $450. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  looked  it  up  to  see  how  much  was  paid  alto- 
gether to  Mr.   Morse  .' 

A.  I  haven't  looked  it  up.  My  recollection  is.  however,  thai 
.$700  was  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Morse  in  Fond  du   Lac  county. 

Q.  I  have  forgotten  whether  you  said  you  made  the  arrange- 
ments with  Mr.   Morse,  or  not,  to  do  the  work? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  remember  that  you  asked  me  the  question, 
hut  as  I  recall  now   I  didn't   make  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know   who  did  .' 

A.  I  am  inclined  to  think  Mr.  Overbeck  made  that  for  me. 
That  is  not  a.  statement  I  waul  to  make  positively,  hut  I  am 
quite  sure  that  something  came  up  that  I  was  not  aide  to  see 
and  someone  else  made  it.  and  I  think  he  did. 

Q.  Mr.  Overbeck  did  go  out  and  make  some  of  the  arrange- 
ments in  some  of  the  counties  for  the  carrying  on  of  the  cam- 
paign   in   those  counties.  (Ya]   he  \ 

A.  Well.  I  think  in  this  instance.  Of  course,  he  went  into 
Door  and  Kewaunee  counties,   near  his  old  home. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  fixed  the  amount  Mr.  Morse  was  to 
receive  .' 

A.  Why.  I  don't  remember.  1  think  he  talked  that  over 
with  me.  however,  before  anything  was  done.  I  am  quite  sure 
he  consulted  with  me. 

Q.  And  there  was  no  arrangements  made  with  him  as  to  what 
he  was  to  do  with  that  $700.' 

A.  Organize  the   county    for   Mr.    Stephenson. 

Q.  No  more  definite  arrangement  than  that? 

A.  I  am  quite  sure  I  did  not  make  it.  so  I  don't  think  any- 
thing more  definite. 
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Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  talked  it  over  with  him 
before  he  commenced  work  .' 

A.  No,  not  with  him.  but  with  Overbeek,  it'  he  made  it.  yes. 

Q.  Another  item,  for  advertising,  "C.  E.  Brady."  "$200." 
Do  you  know  in  what  form  of  advertising  that  was? 

A.  No. 

Q.   I  think  you  said  that  Mr.  Brady  was  not  n  newspaper  man  .' 

A.  He  is  a  lawyer. 

Q.  And  you  cannot  give  any  more  full  explanation  with  ref- 
erence to  these  items  of  advertising1  where  they  are  not  contracts 
or  agreements  with  newspaper  men,  than  you  have? 

A.  No.  sir.  I  haven't  any  other  means  of  remembering. 

Q.  Here  is  an  item:  ' ' Neillsville, "  "$150.""  There  is  no 
name  or  notation  after  that,  excepting  the  amount. 

A.  Where  is  that  .' 

Q.  I  passed  that.  That  is  just  above  the  middle  of  the  page. 
Have  you  any  recollection  with  reference  to  that,  to  whom  it 
was  paid,  or  for  what  purpose.' 

A.  I  haven't  any  recollection  at  all.  I  don't  remmber  of  hav- 
ing paid  any  money,  either,  to  anyone  except  Mr.  Frank,  or  Mr. 
Ring ;  but  I  don 't  recall  the  item  at  all. 

Q.  How  do  you  account  for  this?  That  is.  do  you  think  it 
was  a  cash  item,  or  paid  in  some  other  form? 

A.  I  haven't  any  recollection  whatever  regarding  it.  I 
don't  know  why  there  isn't  something  opposite  the  name. 

Q.  Did  you  assist  in  looking  up  these  cashier's  checks? 

A.  No,  sir. 

J.  H.  Puelicher.  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  Chairman : 

Q.  In  looking  up  these  cashier's  checks  did  you  find  there 
were  any  missing:  or  did  you  find  all  the  numbers  here? 

A.  We  found  a  25  cent  check  issued  during  the  campaign 
that  had  not  been  paid. 

Q.  What  I  wanted  to  ask  was,  not  whether  it  had  been  cashed 
or  not,  but  did  you  find  all  of  the  numbers  consecutively  here, 
or  did  these  cashier's  checks  cover  the  cashier's  checks  for 
other  purposes  ? 

A.  They  covered  the  whole  period  of  time:  all  the  cashier's 
checks  that  had  been  issued  during  that  period. 
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Q.  I  low  did  you  determine  which  were  for  campaign  pur- 
poses .' 

A.  I  placed  all  the  checks  at  the  disposal  of  Mr.  Sackett,  who 
was  the  purchaser  of  them,  and  he  looked  them  through  and 
identified  them. 

(^.  And  when  he  came  to  any  that  were  not  for  campaign  pur- 
poses of  course  they  were  not  put  in  .' 

A.  They  were  not  put  in,  no. 

By  Senator  Husting : 

Q.  How  many  cashier's  check  hooks  did  you  have  out  of 
which  you  issued  cashier's  checks  for  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  One  at  a  time.     They  run  consecutively. 

The  Chairman:  (^.  Were  these  torn  out  of  a  book  which 
had  stubs,  and  have  yon  that  stub  hook  here? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(^.    I   would   like  to  see  it   now. 

i  Stub  books  produced.  I 

Mr.  Hyzer:  May  it  appear  that  Mr.  Puelicher  produces  all 
of  the  stub  books  for  his  checks  during  the  period  of  the  inves- 
tigation .' 

The  ( 'haii-man:  Q.  That  is  the  fact,  is  it.  Mr.  Puelicher.  that 
you  have  now  produced  all  of  the  cashier's  checks  and  the  stub 
books  from  which  cashier's  checks  were  taken  covering  the 
period — from  what  time  to  what  time? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Covering  not  only  the  campaign  checks,  but  all 
eashier's  cheeks  issued  by  the  bank  during  that  period. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Q.  That  is  all  the  business  cheeks  and  stubs 
that  were  used  of  every  kind.      Is  that  the  idea  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     All  the  checks  the  bank  ever  issued. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Tin1  stub  books  from  which  all  the  cashier's 
checks  issued  by  tl  \  bank  during  that  period  were  taken. 
whether  for  this  or  any  other  purpose.  1  so  understand  Mr. 
Puelicher. 

Mr.  Puelicher:       Yes. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  So  that  there  may  lie  the  same  opportunity  here 
to  look  them  through  that  Mr.  Sackett  and  Mr.  Puelicher  have 
had  already. 
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E.  A.  Edmonds  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Q.   Here  is  an  item  paid  to  C.  C.  Wellensgard. 

A.  Whem  is  that? 

A.  On  page  901,  near  the  middle  of  the  page.  What  was  that 
for? 

A.   I  don 't  know. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     What  was  the  amount.' 

Mr.  Chairman:     $250.80. 

The  Witness:  That  was  paid  after  I  left  Milwaukee,  and 
closed  up  the  account,  or  turned  over  my  account. 

0.    What  time  did  you  leave  Milwaukee.' 

A.  I  think  the  3rd. 

Q.  Mi-.  Wellensgard  was  n  candidate  for  the  assembly,  was 
he.' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.   And  you  don't  know  for  what  purpose  that  was  used? 

A.  I  made  no  arrangement  with  Mr.  Wellensgard,  and  had 
no  talk  with  him  concerning  the  campaign. 

Q.  Did  you  know  he  was  doing  work  for  Senator  Stephenson 
during  the  campaign? 

A.  Not  from  personal  knowledge,  no,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  you  have  general  information  that  Mr.  Wellens- 
gard was  carrying  on  in  his  county,  to  a  certain  extent,  Mr. 
Stephenson 's  campaign  ? 

A.   No.  sir.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Who  took  charge  of  paying  these  claims  that  came  in 
after  the  primary .' 

A.   Mr.  Sackett.  I  believe. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Sackett.  to  your  knowledge,  make  those  arrange- 
ments .' 

The  Chairman  :  Mr.  Sackett  is  right  there.  I  will  ask  him 
now. 

Rodney  Sackett.  being  recalled,  testified  us  follows: 

Q.  Mr.  Sackett.  did  yon  make  arrangements  with  Mr.  Wel- 
lensgard to  do  work  during  the  campaign  for  Senator  Stephen- 
son .' 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  When  did  you  make  those  arrangements ? 

A.  Some  time  during  the  campaign;  I  don't  remember  the 
exact  date. 
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Q.  Was  it  before  Mr.  Edmonds  came  to  Milwaukee,  or  after? 

A.  I  couldn't  say  positively.  An  ordinary  ease  I  should  have 
turned  liini  over  to  Mr.  Edmonds,  but  Mr.  Wellensgard  was  a 
personal  friend  of  mine,  and  lives  in  my  town,  and  in  this  ease 
I  should  have  talked  to  him,  anyway. 

Q.  Did  yon  know  at  that  time  that  ho  was  a  candidate  for 
the  assembly— Mr.  Wellensgard  was.' 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman:     That  is  all  for  the  present. 

E.  A.  Edmonds,  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  Chairman  : 

(3.  I  find  another  item  here  t<>  J.  11.  Frank,  $100,  Clark  county. 
Will  you  tell  us  whether  yon  made  the  arrangement  with  Mr. 
Frank  in  the  beginning  as  to  how  much  he  was  to  have,  or  whether 
he  sent  in  or  came  in  asking  for  these  different  items? 

A.  Why,  in  some  instances  where  1  made  arrangements  the 
amount  that  was  asked  for  later  overran.  This  may  have  been 
one  of  the  instance  .      1  don't  recollect. 

0.  I  notice  an  item  here  to  M.  C.  Ring,  again,  marked  "Chip- 
pewa county"  with  a  question  mark  after  it.  This  is  one  of  your 
checks.  I  believe.  It  is  above  the  middle  of  page  901,  yon  will 
find  it.     (  hi  your  check  there,  8 — 31. 

A.    Well,    I    think  that   that   question   mark   there I    don't 

know  why  it  should  be  put  there.  <  )f  course,  he  is  from  Clark 
county.  There  is  nothing  on  the  check  book  that  says  that.  It 
simplv  says  "M.  C.  King,  in  full.'5 

(  ).  I  will  go  back  just  a  little.  We  have  got  here  a  few  of  your 
personal  checks.  "Racine  county,55  "E.  A.  E.,"  "J.  R.  Jones, 
Sioo."     What  was  that  for? 

A.   He  was  our  representative  there  in  Racine  county. 

Q.  Was  there  any  special  reason  why  this  was  paid  out  of  your 
fund  rather  than  out  of  the  general  fund? 

A.  Xo.  sir,  except  that  this  was  just  during  the  last  days  of  the 
campaign,  and  \  think  about  this  time  Mr.  Puelicher  was  away  on 
the  trip  with  Senator  Stephenson.  Possibly  that  accounts  for  it, 
though  T  am  not  positive.  I  notice,  though,  that  there  are  quite 
a  good  many  checks  drawn  by  me  at  that  time. 

O-  "A.  T.  Hulbert."  Barron  county? 

A.   I  don't  know  who  he  is. 
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Q.   That  was  your  check,  was  it? 

A.   Yes,  it  says  "A.  T.  Hulbert,  Barron/'  that  is  all  here. 

O-  Doesn't  say  what  it  was  for? 

A.  No. 

O.  "George   Beyers,  $300,   Oconto   county."     Do  your   checks. 
give  any  information  on  that? 

A.  It  just  says,  "Oconto."  I  have  known  Mr.  Heyers  a  good 
many  years.     He  is  a  banker  there. 

O.  Another  item,  "R.  II.  Morse.  Fond  du  Lac,  $250."  Does 
your  stub  show  what  that  was  for? 

A.   Nothing  except  his  name,  no.  sir. 

O.  Well,  there  is  a  blank  there  on  your  stub  showing  the  pur- 
pose for  which  this  check  was  issued  ? 

A.  Just  a  little  open  space  there,  like  that  (indicating),  and  in 
some  instances  it  names  the  county.  That  is  my  writing.  I  as- 
sume that  I  knew  where  he  was,  and  didn't  put  any  other  notation. 
down. 

Q.  "C.  C.  Wayland,  Appleton,  $300."  Was  he  the  manager 
there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  I  suppose  he  was  a  personal  acquaintance  of  yours,  and 
is  that  the  reason  you  gave  him  your  personal  check  instead  of  pay- 
ing him  out  of  the  general  fund? 

A.  No,  I  think  that  is  one  of  the  same  kind  of  payments  made 
at  that  period. 

Q.  "L.  H.  Stevens.  $200,  Lancaster."  That  was  one  of  your 
checks,  too,  wasn't  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Did  you  send  that  to  him  by  mail,  or  did  he  come  up  and 
get  it  ? 

A.  I  think  that  was  sent  by  mail.  I  am  quite  sure  he  wasn't 
in  at  that  time. 

Q.  Just  look  at  your  stub  there.  "J.  H.  Frank,  Clark  county, 
S-?25<  9—5-" 

A.  "Dr.  J.  H.  Frank,  $225." 

O.  Does  it  show  what  it  was  for? 

A.  This  says,  "Services  from  July  29  to  Sept.  1."  This  isn't 
my  writing,  but  I  assume  it  is  correct. 

Q-  You  haven't  any  recollection  with  reference  to  it? 

A.   No,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  you  notice  an  item  to  "Rock  flint.  $80."  What  was  the 
purpose  of  that  ? 

A.  There  isn't  any  notation  opposite  that. 

Q.  As  to  what  it  was  f<  r? 

A.   Nothing  at  all  on  the  stub. 

Q.  He  runs  a  newspaper,  doesn't  he.  or  used  to." 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  Reck  Flint  does  or  not.  I  never  knew 
him  until  recently. 

Q.  He  is  United  States  marshal,  is  he? 

A.  He  is  United  States  marshal. 

O.  This  item  over  on  page  907.  that  comes  under  the  head  of 
the  Milwaukee  county  campaign,  does  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  was  Milwaukee  county. 

Q.  And  was  that  under  your  supervision  at  all? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.   Did  you  pay  those  bills  at  all? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  left  to  whom? 
V   To  Mr.  Knell. 

Q.    He  audited  the  bills,  and  presented  his  bill  in  hulk,  did  he? 

A.  Yes.     1  had  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

Q.  Were  you  out  with  Senator  Stephenson  on  any  personal 
campaigns  that  he  made,  on  his  trips  through  the  state  on  his  cam- 
paign ? 

A.   No,  sir,  I  didn't  get  out  with  him. 

Q.  Who  did  go  out  with  him? 

A.  I  did  not  go  around.  I  am  not  positive,  but  I  understo<  d 
Mr.  Puelicher  was  present,  and  some  of  us. 

O.  I  think  that  is  all  I  care  to  ask.  1  will  ask  one  more 
question.  You  have  looked  through  this  account  in  a  general  way. 
and  1  will  ask  you  if  you  can  give  the  committee  any  more  detailed 
information  on  any  of  these  items  than  you  have  already  given,  or 
that  appears  upon  the  face  of  the  account  itself? 

A.  I  will  ray  that  I  have  only  gone  through  it  with  the  commit- 
tee here,  and  I  can't  give  you  any  more  information  than  1  have 
already  given  you. 

Q.  Well,  if  you  can  take  that  with  you  this  evening,  will  you 
look  through  it  and  answer  that  question  in  the  morning? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

On  motion,  adjourned  until  February  26th,  [909,  at  9  o'clock 
a.  m. 
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Madison,  Wisconsin,  February  'i(>.  1909. 

Hearing  resumed. 

All    members  of  the   committee   present. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  a  subpoena  ought  to  bo 
issued  for  Mr.  Stone,  and  for  Mr.  Dresser  of  the  board  of  con- 
trol.    I  make  a  motion  to  that  effect. 

The  Chairman:  Can  we  fix  a  time  when  they  are  to  be 
called  ? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Monday. 

M17.  Whitman:  Now  Mr.  Cowling  is  here  and  says  that  he 
can  send  his  books,  send  us  the  whole  thing,  or  bring  them 
with  him. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  I  think  it  is  better  that  we  have  the  books 
and  have  them   copied   into  the  record  here. 

Mr.  Cowling:  I  don't  object  to  having  them  copied,  but 
when  I  explain  how  they  are  made  you  will  readily  see  what  a 
job  it  is.  Every  item,  even  to  three  cents,  is  on  the  book,  and 
three  cents  takes  up  just  as  much  room  as  $5,000,  it  takes  up 
a  line. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  I  think  the  state  is  paying  for  Mr.  Stephen- 
son's copy,  and  I  would  be  in  favor  of  having  you  use  the  state 
stenographers  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Cowling:  If  I  could  put  my  clerk  at  at  it — I  have  only 
one  clerk  now,  I  am  not  running  any  campaign,  and  it  would 
take  her  some  time  to  copy  that  off.  because  I  think  there  is 
something  like  one  hundred  pages. 

Mr.  Bray:     Why  can't  Ave  have  the  original  here? 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  I  would  rather  have  the  copies  so  that  we 
can  refer  to  them.  Why  can't  we  use  the  state  stenographers, 
as  Mr.  Stephenson  is  using  them. 

Mr.  Cowling:     We  expect  to  offer  the  original,  of  course.  I 
would  have  to  go  to  work  and  make  eight  copies.     I  have  got 
to  have  some  one  go  over  those  books  and  make  those  copies.  I 
45 
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am  willing  to  be  patriotic,  but  it  would  keep  my  clerk  probably 
ten  days  at  work,  and  it  would  not  only  be  a  hardship  on  her, 
but  a  financial  hardship  upon  me.  Now  if  you  will  tell  me  the 
way.  I  will  bring  the  books  here  and  let  any  number  of  stenog- 
raphers copy  them. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     I  would  like  to  have  a  copy. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  We  can  have  a  copy  made.  Mr.  Welch  will 
make  copies  of  those  books. 

Mr.  Cowling:  Very  well.  I  am  not  under  subpoena,  hut 
I  ran  over  from  Milwaukee  in  order  to  gel  a  line  on  what  you 
want. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Probably  you  could  have  those  here  by  Monday. 

Mr.  Cowling:  I  prefer  to  bring  them,  but  I  can  have  them 
here  any  time. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  If  we  can  get  the  books  and  have  them  copied 
it  would  save  time. 

Mr.  Cowling:  I  would  prefer  to  come  back  Monday  and 
bring  my  books,  records,  stubs,  papers,  and  everything. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  If  you  bad  access  to  a  state  stenographer, 
you  are  no1  objecting  to  the  time  it  would  take  to  make  the  re- 
port, but  the  expense  il   would  put  you  to.' 

Mr.  Cowling:  The  moment  1  am  subpoenaed  by  you  gentle- 
men. I  will  take  the  time  to  dictate  to  a  state  stenographer. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  would  like  to  have  a  copy  of  it  and  all  the 
members  would. 

Mr.  Cowling:  I  will  be  glad  to  do  all  I  can.  I  can  come 
back  .Monday  night  and  begin  Tuesday  with  your  state  stenog- 
rapher, if  you  will  assign  one  to  me. 

Mi-.  Bray:     I  would  like  to  do  it  here. 

Mr.   Cowling:     I   would  prefer  to   do  it  here. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  You  could  get  here  Monday  morning  you 
say  ? 

Mr.  Cowling:  I  could  leave  Oshkosh  at  8:30  Monday  morn- 
ing and  get  here  at  12:40  Monday  noon. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Couldn't  you  get  here  before  that  time  so 
that  we  could  have  the  copying  done? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Monday  is  time  enough. 

Mr.  Cowling-:  Mr.  Hambrecht  suggests  that  I  come  back 
and  work  Sunday  in  order  to  get  at  the  report  right  away,  so 
that  it  can  be  ready  Monday.     I  don't  care  to  work  Sunday; 
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not  that  1  have  any  conscientious  scruples,  but  I  don't  care  tfe 
unless  I  have  to.  If  you  say  I  am  to  come  back  Monday,  I 
will  come  and  stay  until  you  get  ready  for  me.  My  only  point 
was  that  I  didn't  want  to  stay  here  today,  tomorrow  and  Sun- 
day without   anything  here. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  My  point  was  that  we  can't  question  in- 
telligently, judging  from  the  examination  of  Mr.  Edmonds  un- 
less we  have  your  report  here. 

Mr.  Cowling:  I  will  come  back  Monday  and  talk  with  the 
chairman  or  whoever  he  assigns  to  me  and  work  it  out 

The  Chairman  :     That  will  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  commit- 
tee:    If  I  may  be  permitted— 

Mr.  Bray:  I  don't  know  as  we  want  any  more  speeches  un- 
less he  is  under  oath. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  1  haven't  been  subpoenaed  but  1  feel  that  u 
justice  to  myself  I  would  like  to  have  the  privilege  of  testifying 
before  this  committee,  if  I  am  not  interrupting  the  proceedings 
or  somebody  else  I  would  like  to  relieve  myself  of  this  burden 
as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     I  move  that  he  be  sworn  and  testify. 

Senator  Husting:  Don't  we  want  to  finish  up  with  Mr.  Ed- 
monds ? 

Mr.  [ngalls.  No,  I  think  we  can  do  it  better  now  than  any 
time. 

The  Chairman  :     It  interrupts  the  course  of  the  proceedings, 

Mr.  Bray:     How  long  will  it  take.' 

Mr.  Bancroft:  I  don't  know  how  long  you  gentlemen  want 
to  examine  me,  but  my  statement  would  take  me  ten  or  fifteen 
minutes — ten  minutes — five  minutes.  It  appears  in  your  rec- 
ords here  that  I  am  one  of  a  number  of  distinguished  gentle- 
men who  have  received  emoluments  from  Mr.  Stephenson,,  and 
I  would  like  to  explain  it.  tell  you  the  facts  about  it. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  move,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  give  Mr.  Bancroft 
an  opportunity  to  testify  up  to  ten  o'clock,  if  necessary. 

Mr.  Chappie:     I  second  the  motion. 

The  Chairman:     How  is  it.  gentlemen? 

Mr.  Bray:  If  anybody  objects  I  don't  think  Mr.  BancroS 
will  want  to  testify. 

Mr.   Bancroft :     The   only   purpose  I  have  in  testifying  is  a 
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feeling'  in  relation  to  myself.  While  I  oeeupy  a  very  humble 
position  myself.  I  am  occupying  somewhat  of  a  conspicuous 
position  here,  and  I  would  like  to  have  the  people  know,  if  they 
want  to  know,  the  truth  about  it,  to  know  it  as  soou  as  possible, 
in  justice  to  myself  and  those  who  are  concerned,  that's  all. 

The  Chairman:  It  may  be  that  the  committee  isn't  ready  to 
examine  fully,  but  1  presume  if  Mr.  Bancroft  wants  to  make  a 
statement  at  this  time.  I  don't  think  there  will  be  any  objec- 
tion to  it.  If  the  committee  wants  to  examine  him  further. 
after  they  have  gotten  more  facts  from  tin1  managers,  that  can 
be  done  later. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  I  would  like  to  make  this  statement  further 
at  this  time  1  claim  no  privilege  for  myself  whatever,  none 
for  Mr.  Stephenson's  managers,  but  I  desire  to  have  it  under- 
stood that  I  shall  reserve  the  right  to  protect  those  who  are  not 
at  all  concerned  in  this  examination  if  I  see  lit  to  do  so.  Noth- 
ing'for  myself,  nothing  for  .Mi-.  Stephenson's  managers,  nothing 
for  Mr.  Stephenson    nothing  for  any  other  candidate. 

Senator  Husting:  I  shall  object  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Ban- 
craft  unless  he  permits  a  full,  fair  examination  as  to  all  mat- 
ters concerned  in  this. 

Mr.  Bancroft:      1  want   it  to  be  full  and  fair. 

The  Chairman:  Well,  I  don't  quite  understand  your  limita- 
tion. Mr.  Bancroft.  You  don't  refer  to  time,  the  time  it  will 
take  you  from  the  sessions.' 

Mr.   Bancroft:     Oh,    no. 

The  Chairman:  But  some  subject  matter  that  you  didn't 
want  to  be  examined  upon  .' 

Mr.  Bancroft:  Simply  this,  that  I  thought  the  committee 
were  going  far  beyond  what  I  thought  they  had  any  right  to  do. 
or  any  authority  to  do.  and  that  in  pursuing  the  use  of  money 
that  f  received  beyond  myself.  I  don't  desire  to  implicate  any 
other  parties,  that's  all. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Well.  I  move  that  he  be  sworn  and  testify. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  Understand,  I  make  no  reservation  whatever 
with  reference  to  Senator  Stephenson  or  any  of  his  friends  or 
managers  or  anybody  that  I  ever  saw  or  heard  of.  I  want  to 
make  it  just  as  broad  and  full  as  you  see  fit  to  do. 

The  Chairman :  Do  I  understand  you  to  object.  Senator 
Husting  ? 
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Senator  Hunting:  I  object  to  any  reservation  of  that  nature, 
as  long  as  it  is  a  matter  connected  with  Mi-.  Bancroft  himself, 
and  he  desires  to  make  an  explanation,  I  think  the  committee 
is  entitled  to  a  full  explanation,  and  I  don't  think  he  ought  to 
be  permitted  to  make  the  reservation  that  he  wishes. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  I  don't  think  that  what  I  have  in  mind  is 
anything  that  any  of  the  committee  will  want  to  ask  anything 
about.  I  have  nothing  in  my  mind  except  the  proposition  of 
implicating  other  parties,  friends  of  mine,  who  may  have  been 
paid  some  money.     That  is  the  proposition. 

Mr.  Bray:  That  would  practically  be  the  same  request  that 
Senator  Blaine  made. 

The  Chairman:  I  don't  understand  that  Senator  Blaine 
makes  any  reservation  upon  the  matter  to  be  presented,  but  as 
to  the  time  that  he  is  to  be  examined. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  I  will  be  perfectly  plain  with  you.  For  in- 
stance, suppose  1  paid  John  Smith  $5  for  getting  teams  or  doing 
work  at  the  polls  in  a  particular  precinct.  Mir.  Smith  being  a 
friend  of  mine.  T  don't  care  to  have  his  name  dragged  into  this 
investigation.  T  am  going  to  tell  you  what  T  did  with  the 
money,  but  I  don't  care  to  bring  my  friend  in.  because  he  may 
have  some  scruples.  If  he  is  willing  to  be  brought  in.  I  am 
perfectly  willing  that  he  should.  There  doesn't  appear  to  be 
any  disposition  here  for  people  to  protect  their  friends — 1  am 
disposed  to  protect  mine. 

Senator  Husting:  We  certainly  ought  to  have  the  opportun- 
ity, if  we  desire  to  know  what  these  people  did  with  the  money.. 
to  question  them. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  To  be  frank  with  you.  that  is  a  point  I  don't 
think  you  have  any  business  to  inquire  about.  I  don't  know 
what  they  did  with  it.  but  if  they  are  willing  to  be  brought  in 
I  don't  care. 

Senator  Husting:  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  use  our  own 
judgment  as  to  what  we  want. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  I  suppose  that  is  true.  You  will  use  yours 
and  I  will  use  mine. 

Senator  Husting:  You  are  entitled  to  use  your  own  judg-' 
ment.  of  course,  as  far  as  your  own  actions  are  concerned,  but 
this  concerns  the  committee  and  T  have  interposed  this  objec- 
tion. 
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Mr.  Whitman:  Won't  that  all  come  out  as  the  examination 
proceeds  ? 

The  Chairman:  As  I  understand  it.  Mr.  Bancroft  wants  to 
be  sworn  with  that  understanding,  that  he  is  to  have  the  privi- 
lege of  reserving  to  himself  the  determination — 

Mr.  Whitman:  He  can  do  that  any  time  during  the  exam- 
ination. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  I  think  you  gentlemen  appreciate  my  posi- 
tion. I  want  to  tell  you  how  I  got  the  money,  and  what  I  did 
with  the  money,  hut  I  don't  care  to  drag  in  any  of  my  personal 
friends  connected  with  this  business  thai  any,  of  this  money 
was  paid  to.  unless  I  have  their  permission  to  do  so.  I  don't 
see  how  it  can  possibly  concern  this  investigation.  The  money 
was  paid  out  in  small  sums,  and  I  don't  know  what  it  has  got  to 
do  with  this  investigation  at  all. 

Mi-.  Bray:  You  an'  perfectly  willing  to  say  for  what  pur- 
pose it  was  paid  .' 

Mr.  Bancroft:  Certainly.  I  simply  reserve  the  names,  he- 
cause  I  don't  care  to  drag  in  those  people.  My  people  at  home 
would  say  In  me.  "What  the  devil  did  you  drag  me  into  this 
for.'"  I  will  tell  you  frankly,  if  any  of  those  men  are  willing 
to  come  here  and  testify,  if  I  have  any  opportunity  to  see  them. 
I  will  give  you  their  names  and  the  amounts  and  dates  if  I  can 
do  so. 

The  Chairman:  I  will  say  frankly  that  as  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. I  don't  believe  that  any  testimony  going  that  far  and 
stopping  would  he  *^\'  any  service  to  Hie  committee  at  all. 
However,  if  the  committee  want  to  do  it  that  way.  all  right. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Are  we  hound  by  anything  of  that  sort,  or 
is  he  hound  by  his  statement  .'  Now  as  he  goes  along  in  this  ex- 
amination, he  could  refuse  to  testify  on  certain  points.  I 
don't  think  that  we  are  giving  up  anything  to  him  by  allowing 
him  to  testify. 

Senator  Husting:  Well,  if  he  has  any  right  to  object,  he 
<sau  assert  that  right  at  the  time,  but  if  we  acquiesce  in  his  re- 
quest at  this  time  without  any  objection,  we  wouldn't  he  per- 
mitted to  raise  the  objection. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  I  simply  wanted  to  he  frank  with  you  and 
tell  you  where  I  stood.  I  am  simply  taking  what  I  think  to  be 
a  gentleman's  position.     I  don't  want  to  drag   in    any   of   my 
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friends  that  I  paid  a  couple  of  dollars    to    for    use    of   a    team. 
without  their  permission.     That  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

Senator  Husting:  I  think  we  arc  equally  frank  in  interpos- 
ing' the  objection. 

Senator  Morris:     May  I  ask  you  a  question  .' 

Mr.  Bancroft:     Certainly. 

Senator  Morris :  Do  I  understand  you  wish  to  he  sworn 
with  the  understanding  in  effect,  that  you  shall  not  lie  required 
to  tell  to  whom  you  paid  the  money  .' 

Mr.  Bancroft :     To  whom  I  paid  the  money. 

Senator  Morris:  Do  you  want  to  he  sworn  with  that  under- 
standing '! 

Mr.  Bancroft:  That  is  the  understanding, — unless  1  have 
permission. 

Senator  Morris:  I  think  yon  ought  to  he  sworn  generally 
and  then  when  that  question  conies  up.  meet  it..  You  see  the 
position  that  puts  the  committee  in.  We  required  these  other 
people  to  tell  what  they  did  with  the  money — 

Mr.  Bancroft:     Perhaps  they  haven't  asked  it. 

Senator  Morris :  To  make  an  exception  in  your  ease  would 
he  an  act  of  injustice  to  every  man  who  has  been  before  this 
committee. 

Mr.  Bancroft :     In  what  way  .' 

Senator  Morris:  Well,  we  have  required  the  others  to  tell 
what  they  did  with  the  money  and  to  whom  it  was  paid. 

The  (  hairman:     Much  against  their  will. 

Senator  Morris:      Yes,  much  against  their  will. 

M  r.  [ngalls  :     ( ).  no. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  I  don't  understand  it  that  way.  I  don't 
know  that  anybody  has  interposed  an  objection. 

Senator  Husting:     Well,  they  have  shown  some  reluctance. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Mighty  little. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  I  don't  remember  any  case  of  that  kind. 
Mr.  Blaine  is  the  only  one. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  Will  you  permit  me  to  ask'  you  a  question. 
Senator  Morris  .' 

Senator  Morris:     Certainly. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  Under  the  terms  of  this  resolution,  which  is 
your  authority  for  sitting  here  at  all,  what  right  or  business, 
or  in  what  possible  way  is  that  testimony  relevant  unless  Mr. 
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Stephenson  knows  something  about  it.  or  had  something  to  do 
with  it  or  sanctioned  it? 

Senator  Morris:  To  be  specific  and  answer  your  question — 
You  appear  before  the  committee;  yon  arc  said  to  have  re- 
ceived $250. 

M  r.  Bancroft  :      Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Morris:  — and  I  will  assume  that  you  will  say  that 
you  paid  that  $250  to  somebody.  Now.  we  ought  to  have  the 
right — not  to  east  any  reflection  up  >n  you — we  ought  to  have 
the  right  to  call  those  people  and  see  whether  they  really  got 
the  money  or  not.  We  ought  not  to  be  concluded  by  your  testi- 
mony in  this  matter. 

Mr.  Bancroft:     Well.  I  don't  understand  that  you  are. 

Senator  Morris:  Now.  if  you  come  in  here  and  say  that  you 
paid  this  $25()  to  ;i  certain  individual  lor  ;i  certain  purpose, 
wilh  this  reservation,  this  committee  cannot  check  up.  so  to 
speak,  and  find  ou1  whether  yon  are  telling  the  truth  about  it 
or  not. 

Mi-.  Bancroft:  Exactly.  Well,  if  there  is  any  question 
about  my  veracity,  I  would  rather  not  be  sworn  ;it  all. 

Senator  Morris:  And  the  embarrassing  thing  about  it  is 
that  we  have  required  others  to  tell  the  names  of  the  people  to 
whom  they  paid  the  money. 

Mr.  Bancroft:  And  I  suppose  yon  did  that  for  a  specific 
purpose,  and  that  purpose  wasn't  to  find  out  what  Mr.  Stephen- 
son did.  but  what  the  fellows  did. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  object  to  any  remarks  being  made  by  the 
witness  in  reflection  upon  any  members  of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman:  I  don't  understand  that  the  witness  has 
made  any. 

Answer  of  witness  read. 

Mr.  Bancroft :  It  wasn't  intended  to  reflect  on  the  senator 
by  any  means.  I  certainly  don't  wish  to  be  understood  as  com- 
ing here  before  the  committee  to  be  discourteous  to  the  commit- 
tee. 

Senator  Morris:  If  we  make  that  exception  in  your  case, 
we  are  doing  a  rank  injustice  to  everybody  else  that  has 
been  called.  Now  I  suggest  that  you  be  sworn  generally  and 
if  that  question  is  asked  and  you  do  not  want  to  answer  it.  re- 
fuse  to  answer. 

Mr.  Tngalls:     That  was  my  idea. 
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Senator  Morris:  I  certainly  want  you  to  be  given  an  op- 
portunity to  testify. 

.Air.  Bancroft:  I  am  frank  to  you  in  saying  that  I  want  to 
testify  and  tell  you  all  that  I  know  about  this  money,  every  bit 
of  it.  but  I  do  not  want  to  implicate,  and  1  will  not  implicate  my 
friends  without  their  consent.  I  never  betrayed  a  friend  yet 
and  I  never  will. 

Senator  Morris:  Why  not  let  that  question  rest  and  cross 
the  bridge  when  you  reach  it. 

.Mi-.  Bancroft:  I  make  the  reservation,  because  I  under- 
stand in  my  particular  case  I  have  a  right  to  refuse  to  be  sworn 
at  all.  but  I  don't  want  to  exercise  that  right  and  I  simply 
want  to  make  that  simple  reservation,  and  I  didn't  suppose 
there  would  be  any  objection   made  to   it. 

Senator  Morris:  You  see  how  it  leaves  it  as  to  other  people. 
It   isn't   fair. 

.Mi-  Bancroft  :  Well.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  be  sworn 
with  that  understanding.     You  can  deal  with  it. 

Mr.  Whitman:     Deal  with  it  as  it  comes  up.  you  mean.' 

Mr.  Bancroft:     If  some  kind  gentleman  will  swear  me. 

Levi   II.  Bancroft,  being  first  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Witness:     Shall   I   make   this  statement    in   my  own   way? 

The  Chairman:  I  think  that  would  be  as  well,  to  allow  Mr. 
Bancroft  to  make  the  statement  in  his  own  way, 

Witness:  To  begin  with,  it  is  well  known  that  I  have  been 
a  supporter  of  Senator  Stephenson:  perhaps  took  as  active  a 
part  two  years  ago,  at  the  time  of  Ins  election,  as  any  man  in 
tin-  legislature,  and  have  been  his  supporter  ever  since:  partly 
because  I  believed  that  the  senator  was  entitled  to  the  posi- 
tion, ;iiid  partly  on  account  of  friendship  for  himself  and  his 
family,  which  has  been  of  long  years  standing.  During  the 
primary  campaign  of  1908  a  young  gentleman  who  was  an  en- 
tire stranger  to  me  came  to  Richland  Center  and  called  for  me 
at  my  office.  He  stated  that  he  represented  Senator  Stephen- 
son's managers  and  was  engaged  in  organization  work  through- 
out the  state  and  had  been,  in  connection  with  that,  assigned  to 
Richland  county.  He  said  that  he  knew,  of  course,  that  money 
would  be  necessary  to  perfect  an  organization,  and  he  wanted 
to  advise  with  some  of  Senator  Stephenson's  friends  with  refer- 
46 
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ence  to  the  method  and  the  amount;  and  that  he  had  been  re- 
quested to  call  upon  me.  I  wish  to  interject  here  that  the  use 
of  money  by  other  people  is  something  that  I  never  indulged  in 
before.  I  never  spent  a  dollar  before,  or  since,  except  my  own. 
in  a  political  campaign.  I  did  not  like  the  idea  of  taking  any 
part  in  it.  and  told  him  that  personally  I  could  not  take  any 
part  in  the  organization  work  for  Senator  Stephenson:  that  I 
was  a  friend  of  his.  ;un\  supporter  of  his.  hut  that  there  were 
other  candidates  in  the  field,  and  1  was  a  candidate  myself, 
and  I  could  not  antagonize  their  forces;  that  I  preferred  to 
remain  inactive.  Upon  the  question  of  organization  I  told  him 
what  I  thought  would  he  well  to  do.  but  upon  the  amount  of 
money  to  be  used,  or  who  should  use  it.  I  preferred  to  say 
nothing. 

After  that  conversation.  1  think  the  same  evening  or  afternoon, 
this  gentleman  returned  to  Milwaukee,  as  I  have  rear  on  to  believe, 
because  1  was  soon  after  telephoned  to  by  Mr.  Edmonds,  and  re- 
quested to  come  to  Milwaukee;  and  the  statement  was  made  that 
he  had  talked  with  the  gentleman  who  had  been  to  Richland  Cen- 
ter and  had  talked  with  me.  and  he  wanted  to  talk  with  me  per- 
sonally. 

Mr.  Bray:     Will  yi  u  repeat  that  ? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds  stated  to  me  that  he  had  keen  talking  with  the 
gentleman  who  had  been  talking  with  me  in  Richland  Center,  and 
that  Mr.  Edmonds  wanted  to  see  ms  personally,  lie  asked  in- 
to come  at  a  certain  time,  and  I  to'd  him  on  account  of  business 
affairs  I  could  not  come  that  day,  hut  I  would  come  in  as  soon  ;(- 
possible. 

Mr.  Bray:     Q.  How  did  he  ask  you,  by  telephone? 

A.  By  long  distance  telephone.  As  soon  as  I  could  get  away 
from  business  matters  I  went  t>  Milwaukee,  and  Mr.  Edmonds 
was  not  in  the  city.  1  was  informed  he  had  gone  to  Appleton  that 
morning,  and  that  Mr.  Puelicher  desired  to  Eee  me.  Mr.  Ed- 
monds, 1  think My  understanding  was  it  lnd  h?ni  left  with 

Mr.  Puelicher  to  talk  with  me  in  the  ab  ence  of  Mr.  Edmonds.  I 
talked  with  Mr.  Puelicher  about  the  situation,  and  the  manner  of 
organization  was  gone  over.  I  said  to  him  that  1  could  not  ad- 
vise him  except  upon  my  own  experience  in  previous  campaigns; 
that  I  thought  he  might  pay  money  to  certain  people,  as  other  poli- 
ticians were  credited  with  having  done,  and  get  no  results;  that 
my  method  wotfd  be  to  put  a  little  money  into  each  town,  and  get 
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some  active  individual.     1  explained  to  him  that  ours  was  a  large 
dairy  county,  and  there  was  every  indication  that  .Mr.  Cook  would 
carry  it ;  that  he  was  very  friendly  with  the  dairy  people,  and  that 
every  cheese  factory  and  creamery  was  a  little  meeting  place  for 
the  farmers  in  the  morning,  and  they  were  placarded  with  Cook's 
pictures,  etc..  and  it  looked  to  me  as  though  Cook  had  a  decided 
advantage.     I  said  to  him  that  my  idea  would  he  to  get  some  active 
young  fellow,  or  influential  man.  in  each  township,  or  precinct,  in 
the  county,  who  would  make  it  his  business  to  he  at  the  factories 
and  talk  for  Stephenson;  find  out  who  Mr'.  Stephenson's   friends 
were;  and  on  the  day  of  election  to  have  an  agreement  with  him 
to  take  his  team,  if  necessary  two  team-,  and  take  the  voters  to  the 
polls;  that  it  was  a  country  district,  and  the  polls  were  a  long  dis- 
tance from  some  of  their  homes,  and  one  thing  that  concerned  us 
people  in  the  country  was  to  get  people  who  to  the  primary  at 
all,  and  unless  they  were  induced  to  go.    and    a    team    taken,   the 
probabilities  were  there  would  be  a  light  vote.     This  was  the  sub- 
stance of  our  talk.     Mr.  Puelicher  wanted  to  know  what  I  thought 
about  it.     1  told  him  there  were  about  2j  precincts,  23,  I  think,  in 
Richland  county,  and  I  thought  there  should  be  at  least  $10  to  a 
precinct.     My  experience  was  that  these  men  did  n<  t  want  to  do 
the  work  without  having  some  compensation.     T  am  still  of  that 
opinion.    Mr.  Puelicher  estimated  that  $250,  then,  would  cover  my 
proposition  of  putting  $10  in   a  precinct,  and  he  asked  me  if  I 
would  take  charge  of  it.     I  expressed  some  reluctance  about  hav- 
ing anything  to  do  with  the  management  of  the  campaign,  because 
when  I  manage  anything  I  like  to  take  an  active  open  interest,  and 
m  this  case  I  could  not.     Mr.  Puelicher  expre>sly  stated  to  me  that 
he  wanted  it  distinctly  understood  that  not  one  dollar  of  this  was 
being  contributed  to  my  personal  campaign  :  that  it  was  to  be  used 
expressly  in  the  interests  of  Senator  Stephenson  ;  and  I  so  under- 
stood it,  before  he  expressed  himself  that  way;  hut  he  did  give 
expression  to  that,  fully.     The  result  of  our  conference  was.  that 
I.  being  pretty  well  acquainted  with  the  county  and  knowing  who 
the  political  workers  were  in  the  county,  consented  to  disburse 
this  amount  of  money  for  Mr.  Stephenson  ;  and  Mr.  Puelicher  paid 
me  $250  in  cash.     I  took  that  money  to  Richland  Center. 

Mr.  Bray:     At  the  time  you  saw  him.7 

A.  At  the  time  I  saw  him.     I  took  that  $250  to  Richland  Cen- 
ter.    While  I  carry  a  hank  account  in  both  banks  in  the  eitv  I 
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aever  deposited  a  dollar  of  it.  I  can  conscientiously  say  I  was 
very  scrupulous  in  the  use  of  that  money.  I  did  not  deposit  a 
dollar  of  it  to  my  personal  account  in  either  bank.  My  own 
personal  campaign  expenses  were  paid  by  check,  and  this  com- 
mittee are  privileged  to  have  my  checks  and  bank  books  if  they 
desire  to  have  them,  of  both  hanks,  during  that  period,  to  verify 
the  fact  that  my  campaign  was  paid  for  in  that  way.  Senator 
Stephenson's  money  was  disbursed,  most  of  it  in  larger  amounts 
to  people  who  were  instructed  to  sec  certain  men  in  the  towns. 
or  if  I  didn't  know  the  man  that  I  thought  would  be  a  good 
worker,  for  them  to  go  there  and  find  a  man  who  would  do  this 
work:  would  agree  to  look  after  Senator  Stephenson's  interests 
and  agree  to  assist  in  getting  the  voters  to  the  polls;  and  I  per- 
sonally know  of  one  or  two  instances  where  men  were  got  to 
aid  the  work  who  were  opposed  to  me.  but  were  Stephenson 
men.  1  personally  disbursed  some  of  it  in  the  same  way  my- 
self: part  of  it  in  the  town  of  Bear  Creek,  in  Sauk  county,  Wis- 
consin ;  also  some  individuals  in  the  town  of  Liberty,  Vernon 
county,  Wisconsin.  1  also  saw  several  individuals  from  the 
town  of  Clyde,  in  Iowa  comity.  Wisconsin.  Every  dollar  of 
this  $250  was  disbursed  by  me.  and  a  considerable  more  in  bills 
that  I  had  to  pay  afterwards.  And  I  wish  to  say  here  that  in 
Mr.  Stephenson's  campaigns,  and  otherwise,  the  only  money  I 
ever  received  from  anybody,  or  any  source,  was  this  $250. 
That  all  of  it  has  been  disbursed,  and  at  least  $100  besides  out 
of  my  own  pocket.  And  1  wish  to  say  in  that  connection  that 
in  one  of  Mr.  LaFollette's  campaigns  1  disbursed  over  $400  from 
my  own  pocket  in  the  very  same  way.  and  some  of  it  to  the  very 
same  people. 

Senator  Husting:  I  don't  think  that  is  material  to  this  in- 
vestigation. 

Witness:  It  doesn't  concern  me  whether  it  is  material  or 
"not.     I  make  that  statement. 

Senator  Husting:     Well,  it  concerns  the  committee. 

Witness:      Well,  1  say  it  doesn't  concern  me. 

Senator  Husting:  Why  do  yon  speak  of  it,  if  it  don't  con- 
cern you? 

Witness :  Why  did  you  speak  of  it,  if  it  did  not  concern  the 
committee  ? 

Senator  Husting:  I.  am  acting  as  a  member  of  the  commit- 
tee. 
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Witness:  I  am  acting  as  a  witness.  You  and  1  are  attor- 
neys, and  if  yon  have  any  objection  to  ray  testimony  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  that  yon  should  strike  it  out.  I  simply  made  the 
statement,  and  if  it  is  not  proper  yon  can  strike  it  out. 

Senator  Husting:  Yon  are  a  lawyer,  and  I  take  it  yon  knew 
it  was  improper. 

The  Chairman  :  Perhaps  it  isn't  well  to  discuss  that  farther. 
It  is  in  the  record,  for  what  it  is  worth. 

Witness:  That  is  the  amount  of  money,  gentlemen,  I  re- 
ceived, and  that  is  what  I  did  with  it.  and  it  was  disbursed  in 
the  original  cash,  from  my  office,  and  not  a  dollar  deposited  to 
my  credit;  and  in  disbursing  it  I  contracted  bills  which  I  felt 
in  honor  hound  to  pay.  in  excess  of  the  $250;  and  I  have  ex- 
plained to  yon  how  I  got  it.  and  what  I  did  witli  it.  I  desire  the 
committee  to  know  it,  in  justice  to  myself,  as  well  as  to  the 
committee.     I  do  not  expect  that  it  will  he — 

Examined  by  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  date  that  you  saw  Mr.  Puelicher? 

A.  I  do  not.  I  understand  that  the  statement  filed  here 
shows  the  date  the  money  was  paid.  I  couldn't  tell  you  the 
date.  I  want  to  say  this:  No  entry  was  made  by  me  of  any 
money  received  from  Mr.  Puelicher,  on  my  books,  and  none  of 
it  deposited  in  the  hank.  It  would  be  impossible  to  give  the 
dates.     I  presume  their  hooks  show. 

Q.  Why  was  it  that  no  entry  was  ever  made  on  any  of  your 
books  .' 

A.  Because  I  did  not  consider  that  it  was  my  money.  I 
never  enter  any  money  on  my  hooks  except  what  belongs  tome. 
I  never  deposit  any  money  in  the  hank  except  money  that  I 
was  personally  responsible  for — individually;  not  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  this  was  done. 

Q.  You  did  not  neglect  to  make  the  entry  out  of  any  desire 
to  conceal  the  fact  .' 

A.  Oh.  no.  not  at  all.  The  only  desire  I  ever  had  to  conceal 
the  fact  is  the  desire  which  I  guess  any  man  feels,  that  has  had 
as  much  publicity  as  I  have  had :  I  did  not  care  to  see  my  pic- 
ture in  the  paper  again.  I  do  not  consider  I  have  committed 
any  crime,  but  I  am  not  a  seeker  after  notoriety. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  saw  Mr.  Puelicher  was  anyone  else  pres- 
sent  ? 
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A.  I  don't  think  there  was. 

O.  Did  von  ever  talk  with  any 


A.  (continued)  And  I  will  explain  to  yon  why  I  don't  think 
there  was.  I  met  Mr.  Puelicher  at  the  bank,  and  there  were  others 
present.  I  think  1  talked  with  Mr.  Ilsley  that  day.  and  others,  but 
not  abont  this  matter.  Mr.  Puelicher  asked  me  if  I  would  go  to 
lunch  with  him.  and  we  could  talk  matters  over  at  lunch  ;  and  that 
is  where  the  conversation  occurred,  at  the  lunch  table,  and  1  think 
we  were  alone. 

O.  Did  he  give  you  the  money  after  lunch? 

A.  After  lunch. 

Q.  Did  he  specify  as  to  how  you  were  to  spend  the  money? 

A.  I  have  told  you  gent'emen  generally  what  the  talk  was.  He 
wanted  to  know  what  1  thought  about  organizing  the  county,  and  I 
explained  to  him  what  my  idea  would  be,  and  what  I  had  done  in 
previous  campaigns;  what  the  general  custom  was  in  our  county; 
and  I  said  to  him  I  thought  the  money  could  be  used,  or  should  be 
used,  in  that  way.  and  he  seemed  to  acquiesce  in  it.  The  amount 
was  agreed  on  in  that  way,  the  basis  being  $io  to  a  precinct. 

<J.  W'a^  it  your  idea  that  the  money  could  be  best  used  by  pay- 
ing this  $io  to  some  workers,  and  not  for  other  purposes? 

A.  Certainly.  I  never  have  had  any  experience  in  any  other 
kind  of  political  work. 

0.  You  didn't  use  any  of  this  money  for  advertising,  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind0 

A.  Part  of  it  was  used  in  this  way:  Certain  people  were  em- 
ployed      For  instance,  there  was  a  "Home-coming"  of  three 

clays'  duration,  in  which  there  was  a  pretty  large  assemblage  of 
people  in  the  village' of  Cazenovia,  and  two  men  were  employed 
to  go  up  there  and  circulate  Stephenson  literature,  and  post  litho- 
graphs;  and  at  Blue  River  there  was  a  large  picnic,  lasting  two 
days,  I  think  a  Woodman  picnic ;  and  another  time  in  the  town  of 
Bloom  another  Woodmen  picnic,  and  in  each  instance  a  couple  of 
men  were  employed  to  go  and  circulate  Stephenson  literature  and 
advertisements,  and  post  them  up,  and  their  per  diem,  etc.,  was 
paid. 

O.  Can  you  say  that  the  men  you  hired  were  Stephenson  men? 

A.  Every  one  of  them. 

O.  Did  you  make  inquiry,  if  you  didn't  know? 

A.  I  want  to  qualify  that  statement.  Some  of  these  men  I  did 
not  employ  myself.     As  I  stated.  I  sent  some  men  into  the  towns 
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to  do  this  work,  because  I  couldn't  do  it  myself;  to  find  a  man  who 
was  willing  to  work  for  Mr.  Stephenson.  I  assume  that  in  every 
instance  Stephenson  men  were  employed.  That  was  my  direc- 
tions ;  and  express  directions  were  given  in  one  instance,  as  1  recol- 
lect. A  man  came  back  to  me  and  he  said  the  fellow  would  be  a 
mighty  good  worker,  but  he  was  not  a  Bancroft  man;  be  was 
against  me.  I  said  "That  makes  no  differen.ee  in  this  case,  if  h: 
will  work  for  Stephenson  put  him  to  work."  1  understand  he  was 
put  to  work,  and  be  was  <  pposed  to  my  election.  1  was  disbursing 
this  tor  Stephenson.  1  never  received  the  benefit  of  a  dollar  of 
it,  and  not  a  dollar  of  it  was  ever  used  in  my  personal  campaign, 
as  I  said. 

Q.  I  believe  you  -aid  your  district,  or  county,  was  pretty 
strongly  for  Cook.     Wi  s  it  difficult  to  get  Stephenson  men? 

A.  Oh,  no.      I  said  that  the  indications  were 1  think  you 

misunderstood  me;  I  said  the  indications  were  that  Mr.  Cook 
would  carry  the  count}'.  It  locked  to  me  as  though  the  greatest 
stir  was  being  made  in  bis  behalf;  but  it  developed  differently. 
Mr.  Stephenson,  I  think,  carried  the  county  by  ^~  plurality.  At 
the  time  I  talked  with  Mr.  Puelicher  1  expressed  to  him  that  the 
indications  looked  like  Cook.  There  were  plenty  of  Stephenson 
men,  however. 

Q.   Did  you  pay  all  these  nun  in  cash? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  that  $250  in  cash  with  you  all  the  time? 

A.  I  kept  it  in  my  office,  in  the  safe. 

Q.  Practically  all  of  it  went  to  workers,  and  not  for  other  pur- 
poses, such  as  advertising  bills? 

A.  The  only  advertising  was  the  posting  up  of  Stephenson  posters 
and  lithographs,  as  I  have  explained.  That  was  done  all  through 
the  count}-.  I  think  a  considerable  sum  of  money  was  paid  in  that 
wav.  to  parties  that  went  out  with  a  buggy,  and  took  lithographs 
and  Stephen- on's  pictures  in  different  colors,  and  they  had  instruc- 
tions to  put  them  up  on  all  these  cheese  factories,  and  every  other 
public  place  where  Cook's  pictures  were. 

O.  I  believe  you  testified  you  used  that  $ico  of  your  own  money 
in  Isaac  Stephenson'.-,  behalf,  in  addition  to  the  $250  received  from 
Puelicher  ? 

A.  Xot  all  of  it  in  the  primary;  but  as  T  understand,  over  $100 
during  the  primary  and  previous  to  that  time:  in  Stephenson's 
campaign. 
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Q.  Do  you  mean  in  1908? 

A.  I  want  to  say  to  your  committee  that  I  had  bees  in  my  bon- 
net about  being"  appointed  United  States  district  attorney,  and  had 
had  some  talk  with  Stephenson  about  that  proposition.  1  was  will- 
ing to  spend  some  money,  and  was  anxious  to  sec  Stephenson  nom- 
inated. I  tell  you  that  frankly,  because  I  have  nothing  to  conceal. 
That  dream  has  vanished,  however,  with  some  others. 

Mr.  Bray:     The  bees  all  flown  away? 

A.  The  bees  have  all  gone. 

Q.   Did  you  use  it  in  his  behalf  last  year,  the  extra  hundred? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.   J  hit  some  of  it  went  back  previous  to  that  time? 

A.   Some  of  it  previous  to  that  time. 

O.  Did  you  expect  to  bs  repaid  for  this  additional  amount  you 
spent  out  of  your  own  pocket? 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.    I  mean  in  cash  ? 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  ask  for  any  ad  litional  amount  than  the  $250 
y<  >u  received  ? 

A.   Never.      I  didn't  ask  for  that. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  hesitancy  about   taking  it.' 

A.    I  did. 

Q.   Why.' 

A.  Because  I  did  not  wish  to  take  an  active  part  in  the  can- 
vass on  account  of  there  being  a  number  of  other  candidates 
and.  as  I  said  in  my  direct  testimony,  when  1  Lid  into  a  cam- 
paign my  habit  and  practice  is  to  go  into  it  openly  and  broad-' 
guage;  and  in  this  instance  1  couldn't  do  that.  I  didn't  feel 
that  it  was  policy  to  do  that;  for  while  everybody  knew  1  was  a 
Stephenson  man  I  didn't  want  to  he  overly  active  for  Mr. 
Steph<  nscii.  because  I  did  not  want  to  antagonize  Cook's  friends. 
and  others,  in   my  campaign. 

Q.  Was  it  generally  known  that  you  did  work  for  Stephenson 
in   the  primaries? 

A.  It  was  generally  known  I  was  a  Stephenson  man.  That  is, 
always   has   been    known,   in   our   county   ever  since — 

Q.   (interrupting)     Did  that  hurt  you.  in  your  opinion? 

A.  Why,  no;  not  in  my  opinion.  Mr-.  Stephenson  carried  our 
county.  I  carried  it  by  a  majority,  and  he  carried  it  by  a 
plurality. 
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Q.  You  didn't  have  as  many  men  running  againsl  you  as 
he  did? 

A.  Well,  yes.  I  guess  I  did;  my  reeolleetion  is  I  had  more. 

(^  Well,  I  don't  know.  It  would  make  some  difference 
whether  you  did  or  not. 

A.  I  had  the  satisfaction,  however,  of  having  a  majority  over 
all  my  opponents  instead  of  a  plurality,  as  I  recollect  it. 

Q.  How  many  opponents  did  you  have  at  the  primary? 

A.  Four  or  five. 

<v>.  Were  they  Stephenson  men  .' 

A.  O  no.  I  don't  know.  You  understand  me.  they  were 
not  all  republicans.  I  did  not  have  four  or  five  in  my  own 
party.     I  had  one  in   my  own   party  and  two  later  on. 

Q.  Was  he  a  Stephenson  man  '. 

A.  I  don't  know.  That  was  Mr.  A.  L.  Hatch.  I  don't  know 
whether  he  was  a  Stephenson  man  or  not.  I  think  he  was.  I 
think  that  Mr.  Hatch  is  a  Stephenson  man.  I  am  quite  posi- 
tive of  it.  but  I  never  asked  him  directly  on  that  point.  I 
think  he  voted  for  Mr.  Stephenson. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  if  it  were  known  at  the  time  that  you 
were  handling  this  $250  for  Mr.  Stephenson  that  it  would  have 
Jiurt  your  candidacy  .' 

A.  Why,  it  wouldn't  have  hurt  my  candidacy,  except  that 
some  of  Mr.  Cook's  or  Mr.  Hatton's  or  Mr.  McGovern's  friends 
might  have  felt  that  if  I  was  promoting  his  candidacy  that  they 
would  not  take  much  interest  in  mine. 

Q.  Did  that  have  anything  to  do  with  your  not  putting  the 
money    in    the    hank  .' 

A.  0.  no.  because  the  banking  business  was  my  business.  I 
did  not  put  this  money  in  the  bank  because  I  proposed  to  know 
exactly  where  it  went  and  how  much  was  spent  and  all  about 
it:  because  I  didn't  feel  it  was  my  money,  or  that  I  had  any 
right  to  use  any  of  it  for  my  own  personal  advantage. 

Q.  Did  you  file  an  expense  account  yourself? 

A.  I  did;  both  after  the  primary  and  after  the  election.  I 
filed  two. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  amount  of  your  expense  in  the  pri- 
mary ? 

A.  My  expense  in  the  primary  was  something  like  $100;  I 
think   something   like    ninety    odd    dollars,    itemized,    and    paid 
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mostly  by  cheeks- upon  my  personal  bank  account.  My  expenses 
at  the  general  election  were  as  I  recollect  it,  something  over 
$300,  of  which  -$150  was  distributed  by  the  state  central  com- 
mittee, which  I  paid  out  to  the  county  committee  and  is  item- 
ized in  my  sworn  statement ;  and  those  were  all  paid  by  personal 
-checks,  that  is,  some  incidental  expenses.  The  larger  items 
were  paid  by  check,  and  this  committee  is  entitled  to  the  checks 
and  bank  books,  if  they  desire,  of  both  banks,  to  show  you  that 
I  made  no  deposit   of  this  money. 

Q.  The  ebecks  covering  your  personal  expenses,  you  mean.' 

A.  My  own  personal  account. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  feel  positive  that  you  received  no 
benefit,  personally,  that  is.  in  the  furtherance  of  your  own 
campaign,  from  the  $250  that  you  say  was  used  for  Isaac  Steph- 
enson ? 

Q.  Why,  I  don't  know  that  I  did.  or  did  not;  and  it  is  my 
opinion,  if  that  is  any  good,  that  I  did  not,  I  do  not  know  of 
any  spot  or  place  where  it  did  me  any  good;  and  I  would  be, 
as  I  say,  inclined  to  think  that,  if  anything,  it  would  do  harm. 
My  reluctance  in  going  into  the  matter  at  all  was  that  if  I 
took  any  part  in  the  candidacy  of  either  candidate — I  want  to 
say  that  I  was  solicited  to  take  part  in  the  candidacy  of  two 
other  candidates  for  United  States  senator.  I  declined  to  do 
it  before  I  went  in  for  Stephenson. 

Q.   You  voted  for  Mr.  Stephenson  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  In  the  joint  convention:' 

A.  Yes.  sir.  and  voted  for  him  at  the  polls. 

Q.  You  said  that  you  were  an  old  friend  of  his? 

A.  I  have  been  acquainted  with  Mr.  Stephenson's  family  ten 
or  fifteen  years.  Jlis  son  and  son-in-law  are  members  of  the 
national  guard  and  we  are  not  only  friends,  but  intimate 
friends.  Mrs.  Bancroft  and  her  whole  family  have  been  ac- 
quainted with  the  Stephenson  family,  and  I  presume  my  sup- 
port is  based  largely  on  my  friendship  for  the  family  and  tin- 
senator  himself. 

Q.  If  you  were  not  a  friend  of  his.  would  you  have  felt  that 
because  you  handled  any  of  his  campaign  money,  to  be  consist- 
ent, you  should  vote  for  him  upstairs? 

A.  No,  sir;  and  if  I  hadn't  been  a  friend  of  Senator  Stephen- 
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son's  I.  never  should  have  disbursed  any    money    for    him,    be- 
cause I  don't  do  business  that  way. 

By  Senator  Husting : 

(v).  You  opposed  this  investigation  in  the  assembly  when  it 
came  up,  did  you  not .' 

A.I  never  opposed  the  investigation,  no  sir.  I  opposed 
some  features  of  the  investigation. 

Q.  You  wished  to  confine  it  to  the  specific  charges  tiled  .' 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  This  charge  was  not  one  of  them? 

A.  I  don't  tli ink  it  was.  no. 

Q.  You  took  the  floor  against  the  resolution  as  it  was  re- 
ceived from  the  senate? 

Mr.  Hambreeht :  (To  Senator  Husting)  You  mean  finally 
received  from  the  senate  .' 

.Senator  Elusting:     As  passed  by  the  senate. 

A.  My  recollection  is  that  I  took  the  floor  upon  this  proposi- 
tion. As  I  recall  the  circumstances,  what  prompted  me  to 
take  the  floor  was  that  there  were  two  resolutions  pending; 
your  own  and  what  I  called  the  republican  resolution. 

Senator  Husting:     Allow  me  to  interrupt  you. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Let  him  finish  his  answer. 

Q.  You  made  some  distinction  between  the  republicans  and 
democrats  at  the  time  and  charged  the  democrats  with  being 
the  enemies  of  common  decency,  did  you  not  1 

A.  Well,  that  charge  is  not  through  any  duty  to  me. 

Q.  You  think  in  this  sense  they  were  enemies  of  common  de- 
cency or  indecency  .' 

A.  I  don't  know.  I  thought  you  said  a  little  while  ago  that 
my  opinion  was  of  no  particular  consequence. 

Q.  You  have  given  it  freely. 

A.  You  are  entitled  to  my  opinion.  Senator.  I  should  make 
no  reservations  in  your  case. 

Q.  I  wouldn  't  be  thankful  to  you  if  you  did. 

A.  No. 

Q.  Will  you  proceed  with  the  answer  you  were  about  to  give. 

The  Chairman:  With  reference  to  what  you  took  the  floor 
for. 

A.  My  recollection  is  it  was  the  question  of  whether  Ave  were 
to  adopt  the  democratic  resolution    for    investigation,    or   the 
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republican.  That  is  my  recollection  of  it  now.  I  know  that 
;s  what  animated  me.  That  was  my  purpose  in  the  matter.  I 
think  I  said  I  was  in  favor  of  an  investigation  that  day.  and  I 
submit  that  to  those  who  heard  my  remarks:  but  I  said  I  was 
not  in  favor  of  the  airing  of  our  dirty  linen,  or  of  the  cleaning: 
of  it  by  the  democratic  party:  that  this  was  a  republican  quar- 
rel, or  affair,  and  I  thought  the  republican  party  should  make 
its  own  investigation. 

Q.  You  considered  that  you  had  plenty  of  good  republican 
laundrymen  to  wash  your  own  linen,  did  you.' 

A.  Why.  Ave  have  taken  care  of  the  linen  of  the  democracy 
for  a  number  of  years,  and  I  thought  we  could  continue. 

Q.  You  appeal'  to  have  neglected  your  own.  however? 

A.   Yes,  I  think  that  is  true. 

<t>.  Why  did  you  not,  on  account  of  your  great  friendship, 
supporl   Mi-.  Stephenson  as  a  friend,  gratis? 

A.   1  did. 

Q.  A  man  of  your  influence  and  your  ureal  friendship  foi 
Stephenson,  wouldn't  your  support  have  counted  tor  as  much 
or  more  than  the  $250  that  was  put  into  the  campaign? 

A.  I  did  do  all  that  I  did  for  Senator  Stephenson  gratis.  I 
didn't  get  anything  out  of  it.  .My  price  is  not  $250,  if  I  put  it 
>n  that  hasis. 

(j).  It  appears  to  have  been  the  price  of  success,  as  you 
thought  in  Richland  county. 

A.  I  have  always  deprecated  the  excessive  use  of  money.  I 
want  to  say  to  you  that  one  reason  of  the  conversation  I  had 
with  this  young  man  in  Milwaukee,  and  referred  to  in  head- 
quarters, was  thai  he  expressed  a  willingness  to  spend  consid- 
erable more  money  than  this  in  Richland  county.  lie  said,  in 
his  conversation,  that  they  thought  in  Milwaukee  that  it  would 
take  $500  or  $600  or  .^Tdit  to  organize  the  county,  I  said  I 
didn't  think  there  was  any  use  of  spending  that  amount  of" 
money;  that  we  would  get  good  results  by  spending  me.derate 
amounts;  that  T  thought  $10  a  precinct  would  get  as  good  re- 
sults as  though  we  paid  larger  sums. 

Q.  I  say:  You  preferred,  as  a  friend,  rather  to  disburse  the 
$250  than  to  give  your  check  for  services  and  run  the  danger  of 
harming  yourself .' 

A.   I  preferred,  as  a  friend  of   Senator   Stephenson's,   to  see 
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him  pay  his  own  campaign  expenses.     That  was  all  there  was 
to  it. 

Q.  Yon  preferred  to  give  service  in  disbursing  this  money, 
rather  than  to  get  out  and  fight  for  him  on  your  own  behalf*.' 

A.  That  was  not  the  point.  1  assume  you  know  that  men 
will  not  work  in  precincts,  or  do  work  anywhere,  for  a  candi- 
date, gratis. 

Q.  I  have  had  no  such  experience.  When  you  say  I"  know.  F 
want  to  correct  that  assumption.     That  is  not  my  assumption 

A.  You  don't  know  as  much  as  I  thought  you  did,  then,  about 
politics. 

Q.  Maybe  I  have  been  more  fortunate  in  politics  than  you 
have. 

A.  I  think  you  have. 

Q.  I  never  had  to  pay  anybody  to  support  me. 

A.   I  don't  think  I  have  paid  anybody  to  support  me. 

Q.  Then  go  ahead  and  answer  the  question,  please. 

A.  I  was  endeavoring  to  when  you  insisted  upon  making 
yourself  heard  again. 

Senator  Husting:     I  object  to  your  assuming. 

Q.  You  can  assume  anything  on  your  own  behalf  that  you 
please. 

A.  Is  there  any  divinity  that  hedges  a  king,  that  prevents 
me  assuming  what  I  see  fit .' 

Q.  You  must  not  assume  anything  as  to  me. 

A.  You  can  assume  anything  with  reference  to  me.  that  you 
choose,  but  I  cannot  assume  anything  with  reference  t  >  you;  is 
that  the  idea  ? 

Q.   No,  that  is  not  the  idea. 

A.  Now.  if  you  want  an  answer.  I  will  go  on  with  the  answer 
that  I  was  making.  If  you  wish  to  enlist  the  services  of  any 
individual  in  any  precinct  or  anywhere  else,  and  ask  him  to  de- 
vote his  time  to  a  campaign,  he  will  want  or  expect  compensa- 
tion for  it.  That  is  my  universal  experience  through  twenty 
years  of  political  experience;  and  I  have  preferred  that  Senator 
Stephenson  should  pay  those  expenses,  instead  of  paying  them 
myself;  and  that  is  all  there  was  to  it.  He  expressed  a  willing- 
ness, and  asked  me  if  I  could  simply  place  the  money  among 
people  who  would  do  the  work.  He  did  not,  but  Mr.  Puelicher 
•did.     There  was  nothing  else  to  it. 

O.  I  again  come  back  to  the  question  of  your  great  friendship 


726      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

tor  Mr.  Stephenson.  You  preferred  to  work  in  that  respect  for 
him  rather  than  take  the  stump  for  him  in  the  county — you  your- 
self ? 

A.   No,  I  would  have  preferred  to  have  taken  the  stump. 

O.  You  have  already  said  that  you  was  afraid  it  might  injure 
you  with  the  Cook  and  Hatton  people? 

A.  It  probably  would. 

O.  So  I  say,  you  preferred 

A.  ( interrupting)  Some  of  my  friends  were  for  Cook  and  some 
of  them  were  for  Hatton.  Some  of  my  very  best  friends  were 
for  McGovern. 

O.  I  say,  for  that  reason,  instead  of  giving  your  personal  sup- 
port to  Mr.  Stephenson  you  supported  him.  or  aided  him.  by  dis- 
bursing his  money  ? 

A.  I  was  very  much  opposed  to  Mr.  Cook.  1  was  a  delegate  in 
the  convention  at  the  time  we  had  a  b:>lt,  and  Mr.  Cook,  and  Mr! 
Cook  was  nominated  by  the  bolters'  convention.  I  had  very  seri- 
ous objections  to  Cook  for  governor  at  that  time,  and  1  have  seri- 
ous objections  to  his  being  United  States  senator.  That  is  another 
reason  why  I  wanted  Stephenson  to  succeed. 

Q.  Then  all  the  more  why  did  you  not  support  Mr.  Stephenson 
openly,  and  give  him  all  the  personal  support  and  influence  you 
have,  rather  than  aid  him  in  the  way  you  have  stated  1 

A.  I  did  support  him  openly.  I  made  no  secret  of  my  friend- 
ship for  Mr.  Stephenson,  but  T  took  no  active — that  is.  I  did  not 
beyond  what  an  ordinary  citizen  would  do  in  advocating  his  candi- 
dacy. T  did  not  get  out  with  a  brass  band  and  a  torch  light  pro- 
cession, and  holler  for  Stephenson.  That  is  all  \  refrained  from 
doing. 

Q.   The  scope  of  your  activity  was  in  disbursing  this  $250? 

A.  Oh,  no,  it  was  much  wider  than  that.  The  scope  of  my 
activity  was  that  all  of  my  friends  throughout  Richland  county 
understood  that  I  desired  Mr.  Stephenson  to  succeed.  There  was 
no  secret  made  of  it. 

Q.  They  assumed  that,  because  you  did  not  come  out  openly  in 
the  papers  and  endorse  him.  did  you? 

A.  You  know  there  is  such  an  expression  in  politics  as  "per- 
nicious activity."  I  refrained  from  "pernicious  activity"'  in  favor 
of  Stephenson.     I  openly  supported  him. 

O.  Tbat  is,  outside  of  the  disbursement  of  this. money? 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  You  don't  include  that  in  the  sphere  of  pernicious  activity? 

A.    No.  1   do  not.      I  don't  think  you  do. 

Q-  Why  did  you  receive  cash,  and  not  a  cashier's  check? 

A.  You  will  have  to  ask  Mr.  Puelicher  about  that. 

Q.  Was  this  paid  you  at  your  request? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.   ^  on  did  not  specify  whether  it  should  he  cash  or  a  check? 

A.  No,  sir.  The  cash  was  paid  to  me  at  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
bank.  1  did  not  ask  for  the  cash,  nor  I  did  not  ask  for  a  check. 
It  was  arranged  at  lunch  that  I  had  agreed  to  disburse  the  $250  in 
the  manner  which  we  had  indicated  in  our  conversation.  After 
lunch  I  went  down  to  the  bank  with  Mr.  Puelicher,  and  he  handed 
me  $^50,  and  that  is  how  I  come  to  get  it.  I  don't  know  how  he 
come  to  pay  it  to  me.  or  anything  else  about  it.  It  was  done  in  that 
shape. 

O.  Did  yon  make  much  of  a  campaign  in  the  primary  for  your 
own  self? 

A.  Well,  not  very  much.  I  didn't  do  anything  for  myself  until 
the  last  week  or  ten  days  of  the  campaign,  and  then  I  drove  around 
the  county  a  little. 

O.  Did  you  put  $10  in  each  precinct  in  Richland  c  mnty  on  your 
own  behalf? 

A.  It  wasn't  necessary.  T  have  lived  there  longer  than  Senator 
Stephenson  has,  and  T  am  like  you.  Senator.  I  have  some  friends 
who  are  willing  to  work  for  me  without  putting  it  on  the  basis  of 
money.  I  did  use  some,  where  I  thought  it  was  necessary.  I  did 
employ  some  men  to  take  voters  to  the  polls,  in  the  very  same  way. 

O.  Well,  they  took  voters  to  the  polls  that  voted  for  you  and 
Stephenson.  I  suppose? 

A.  I  don't  know  who  they  voted  for.  in  reference  to  Stephenson 
or  myself.      I  left  that  to  the  gentlemen  who  took  them  there. 

O.  Do  you  think  that  you  can  divorce  Mr.  Stephenson's  candi- 
dacy from  your  own  candidacy,  and  say  just  exactly  whether  this 
$250  which  was  disbursed  at  the  polls  by  these  men,  the  $10  per 
man,  was  not  helping  you  just  as  much  as  it  was  helping  Mr. 
Stephenson  ? 

A.  There  was  absolutely  no  instruction,  or  any  talk  of  that 
kind,  frcm  me  to  any  individual  in  Richland  county.  Xow, 
whether  or  not  it  had  any  effect  upon  my  campaign,  I  will  leave 


728      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

•  entirely  to  you,  because  you  know  just  about  as  much  about  it  as 
1  do.  I  know  that  my  campaign  was  in  no  way  connected  with 
Senator  Stephenson's  by  any  request  or  behest  of  mine.  On  the 
contrary,  I  tried  to  keep  them  separate,  as  I  told  you. 

Q.  When  did  you  circulate  your  nomination  papers? 

A.   I  can't  tell  you  that.     I  didn't  circulate  them. 

O.  Do  you  know  whether  your  nomination  papers  and  Stephen- 
son's were  circulated  by  the  same  persons,  in  some  instances: 

A.  I  do  not.  I  don't  think  they  were.  I  don't  think  that  my 
nomination  papers  were  circulated  in  a  single  instance  by  anybody 
that  circulated  Stephenson's.  If  they  were,  it  was  done  without 
my  knowledge  or  consent.  I  don't  know  when  Senator  Stephen- 
son's were  circulated,  and  I  don't  know  who  circulated  them  in  a 
single  instance.  That  was  done  lung  before  I  had  anything  to 
do  with  it.  In  fact,  I  think  I  circulated  one,  in  the  city,  myself, 
Jong  prior  to  this. 

O.  You  received  this  money  on  the  31st  day  of  August,  as  ap- 
pears fr<  m  this  account? 

A.  That  is  probably  correct.  Senator.  I  couldn't  tell  you  ;  I 
have  no  recollection  of  the  date:  some  time  about  that  time. 

Q.  When  you  told  Mr.  Puelicher  that  you  thought  $10 

A.    (interrupting)      That   was  on   what   date.' 

i^.  81st  day  of  July.  I  should  say. 

A.  1  was  going  to  say  it  was  not  that  time,  because  it  Avas 
more  than  a  month  before  the  campaign.  It  was  not  the  31st 
of  Augu!  t. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Puelicher  that  you  thought  that  was 
ample  to  take  care  of  that  county.  $10  per  precinct  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recolleeticn  of  telling  him  any  such  thing  as 
that.  I  told  him  I  thought  he  would  get  as  good  results  from 
that  as  spending  a  larger  amount.  That  all  that  was  nec- 
essary was  to  get  some  worker  there.  If  you  want  to  know 
what  my  mental  attitude  was  on  that,  I  will  tell  you. 

Q.  No.  I  don't  wisli  to  know  your  mental  attitude.  I  want 
to  know  what  you  told  Puelicher. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     I  would  like  to  know  what  it  is. 

A.  I  only  judge  from  how  I  have  always  felt  about  these 
matters.  I  think  this  was  the  substance  of  the  proposition : 
That  the  expenditure  of  a  small  sum  of  money  in  a  precinct  is 
perfectly  legitimate.     That  a   man  may  go  beyond  reasonable 
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bounds,  and  spend  altogether  too  much,  and  I  did  not  desire  to» 
participate  in  anything  of  that  kind.  Mr.  Puelicher  did  not 
suggest  any  such  thing. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  Mr.  Puelicher  in  regard  to  the  amount 
of  money  you  thought  you  needed,  or  he  needed,  to  spend  in 
that  county  ? 

A.  I  think  the  suggestion  eame  from  him  in  this  way:  That 
I  said  that  we  ought  to  have  a  man  who  would  agree  to  go  to 
these  cheese  factories  and  talk  Stephenson  sentiment,  and  find 
oul  who  his  friends  were,  and  then  on  election  day  agree  to- 
take  his  team,  or  two  teams,  if  necessary,  and  take  men  to  the 
polls.  I  think  he  asked  me  what  I  thought  these  men's  serv- 
ices could  be  procured  for.  and  1  told  him  I  should  think  it 
would  take  at  least  $10  in  a  precinct.  Some  might  take  a  little 
more  and  some  a  little  less;  that  some  of  the  city  precincts, 
maybe  that  it  would  not  be  necessary  at  all.  Upon  that  esti- 
mate he  asked  me  how  many  precincts  there  were.  Well.  I 
said  somewhere  about  25  precincts  in  the  county.  Well,  then, 
he  said,  "about  $250  you  think  would  be  all  that  would  be  nec- 
essary to  do  this  work."  I  told  him  that  was  up  to  him,  but  I 
thought  he  would  get  just  as  good  results  from  that  as  he  would 
by  spending  more;  and  I  still  think  so. 

Q.   Did  you  carry  out  that  plan  of  action  .' 

A.   I  did. 

Q.  And  men  would  take  this  money  and  go  to  the  cheese  fac- 
tories,  and   talk   for  Stephenson  1 

A.  That  was  my  instructions.  I  never  heard  one  of  them 
talk. 

Q.   The  result  seems  to  indicate  They  obeyed  instructions? 

A.  The  result  was  very  satisfactory  to  me.  Senator  Steph- 
ens m  carried  the  county  by  a  plurality. 

Q.   Up  to  that  time  the  sentiment   was  against  Stephenson? 

A.  It  may  have  been. — No.  I  beg  pardon;  Not  against  Steph- 
enson, but  I  thought  there  wa  — evidently  there  was  more 
Cook  sentiment,  or  more  activity  on  the  part  of  Cook's  men, 
than  en  the  part  of  Stephenson's  men.  I  do  not  know  that. 
there  was  any  more  friendship  there  than  there  was  for  Steph- 
i  n-  in. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  after  that,  according  to  the  account 
here.  $300  was  sent  to  L.  <;.  Miner;  $300  to  II.  L.  James  and 
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another  -$300  to   II.   L.  James,  of  Richland  county,   and  $400 
to  C.  W.  Dart  for  Vernon,  Richland  and  Sauk? 
A.  I  do  not.     This  is  the  first  time  I  ever  heard  it. 
Q.  If  that  all  went  into  Richland  that  would  be  $1,200  more 
than  you  received.     That  would  he  about  $50  a  precinct. 

A.  That  would  seem  to  indicate  that  my  humble  efforts  were 
not  entirely  responsible  for  the  result. 

Q.  Were  you  aware  that  other  men  were  spending  money  on 
behalf  of  Mr.   Stephenson  ? 

A.  I  was  not.  Truthfully.  I  was  not.  and  this  is  the  first 
time  I  ever  heard  the  statement. 

Senator  Husting:     I  think  that  is  all. 
Witness:     Is  that   all.    gentlemen? 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  have  one  or  two  questions,  hut  I 
presume  you  want  t<i  go ! 

Witness:     If  they  won't  take  but  a  minute.     I  am  pretty  late. 
Q.  Have  yon  ever  been   identified  with  other  campaigns,  and 
familiar  with  the  way  money  is  sp.-nt  in  campaigns  generally  ' 
A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  campaigns  have  you  been  interested  besides  this.' 
A.  I  have  been  interested  in  every  campaign  since  1892.  I 
think  I  have  been  chairman  of  the  delegation  from  that  county 
since  1892.  Every  time  that  Governor  La  Follette  was  a  can- 
didate I  have  been  chairman  of  the  delegation  from  that  county, 
and  taken  a  very  active  part  in  every  one  of  these  campaigns. 
Q.  In  disbursing  money  for  Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign,  was 
it  disbursed  in  a  different  manner  than  it  had  been  in  LaFol- 
lette's  campaign,  from  your  experience? 

A.  The  money  I  disbursed  was  disbursed  in  exactly  the  same 
manner,  and  in  many  instances  to  exactly  the  same  people. 

Q.  You  said  that  you  were  "approached"  by  agents  tor  two 
other  senatorial  candidates.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  who  they 
were  .' 

A.  Taking  the  stand  that  I  did  with  reference  to  Hie  other 
matters.  I  prefer  not  to  answer  that  question.  The  gentlemen 
will  be  on  the  stand,  and  if  they  want  to  tell  you  they  are  at  lib- 
erty to  do  so:  but  I  prefer  not  to  answer.  That  is  the  truth. 
however,  that  I  was  asked  if  I  couldn't  do  some  work — "ap- 
proached"— it  was  a  mere  nothing.  The  manager,  in  each  in- 
stance, asked  me  if  I  would  be  willing  to  do  some  work  for  his 
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candidate  in  Richland  county.  I  told  him  thai  I  could  not: 
that  I  was  for  Stephenson. 

The  (  haii-ma n  :  You  mean  the  candidate  himself  approached 
you? 

A.  No,  one  of  his  managers. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht : 

Q.  Now.  to  get  hack  to  the  question  where  yon  were  inter- 
rupted by  Senator  Husting,  that  you  could  explain  why  you 
thought  $250  was  sufficient.  I.  would  like  to  have  you  explain 
why  you  thought  so.  You  said  that  if  we  wanted  the  answer 
we  could  explain. 

A.  Because  my  experience  has  been  thai  you  can  get  a  man 
to  do  conscientious  work  for  a  moderate  compensation,  and  that 
the  payment  of  any  more  than  that  will  give  you  poorer  work 
than  if  you  pay  him  what  his  services  are  worth.  My  actual 
experience  has  been  in  politics  that  the  men  who  get  large  sums 
of  money  produce  less  results.  That  is.  in  n  species  of  graft: 
and  that  if  it  is  paid  Legitimately  for  work,  you  get  the  work. 

Senator  Husting:  I  want  to  ask  you:  Who  were  these  men 
to  whom  you  paid  the  $10  apiece  ? 

A.  That  I  would  prefer  not  to  answer. 

Senator  Husting:  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  that  he  be  required 
to. 

The  Chairman:     Does  the  motion  receive  a  second.1 

Senator  Morris :  I  feel  that  we  ought  to  be  consistent  in  this 
matter,  and  I  second  that  motion. 

The  Chairman:  It  is  moved  and  seconded  that  Mr.  Bancroft 
be  required  to  answer  the  question.  Those  of  you  who  favor 
the  motion  manifest  it  by  saying  aye.  as  your  name  is  called. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  would  like  to  know  whether  testimony  has  been 
introduced  that  this  would  have  any  bearing  on  subject. 

The  Chairman:  The  question  is:  To  whom  he  paid  this 
money. 

Senator  Husting:  I  consider  it  as  material  as  it  is  to  know 
who  the  chairman  of. the  State  Central  Committee,  and  any 
chairman  of  a  campaign  committee  paid  the  money  to.  This  is 
going  one  notch  further. 

Mr.  Bray:  You  are  making  a  little  talk,  but  are  not  answer- 
ing the  question. 

Senator  Husting :     What  is  the  question  ? 
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Mr.  Bray:  Would  this  have  any  bearing  on  whether  this  is; 
material  ? 

Senator  Husting:     Yon  will  have  to  have  the  record  read. 

The  Chairman:  The  substance  of  the  question  is.  whether 
the  witness  should  be  required  to  tell  to  whom  he  paid  this  .^250. 

Mr.  Clerk,  will  you  call  the  roll? 

Mr.  Whitman:  Before  we  call  the  roll :  Is  there  anything 
in  the  fad  of  .Mr.  Bancroft's  statement  that  we  pledged  our- 
selves to  in  in  any  way  .' 

Senator  Husting:     I  refuse^  to. 

The  witness:  I  will  answer  the  question  this  far:  By  say- 
ing, !.  couldn't  tell  yon  all  the  money  1  disbursed,  if  I  tried,  Tie 
cause  1  kept  no  account.  I  could  tell  you  the  names,  perhaps, 
of  some  individuals  that  I  paid  money  to;  several  of  them; 
quite  a  number  of  them:  not  all  of  them:  but  those  individuals 
I  shall  decline  to  tell  you,  no  matter  what  your  motion  is.  I 
have  given  von  my  answer. 

The  Chairman:     Are  you  ready  for  the  question? 

AVitness:     (continuing)      Cnless  I  have  their  permission. 

The  Chairman:  Those  in  favor  of  that  motion,  that  we  re- 
quire .Mr.  Bancrofl  to  state  to  whom  he  paid  this  money,  or 
such  portion  of  it  as  he  is  able  to  tell,  will  say  aye  as  your 
name  is  called. 

The  Clerk:      (Calling  the  roll)      Senator  Marsh.' 

Senator  Marsh  :     Aye. 

The  Clerk:      Senator  .Morris.' 

Senator  Morris  :      Aye. 

The  Clerk  :     Senp.tor  Husting? 

Senator  Husting:     Aye. 

The  Clerk:  Mr.  Bray  .' 

Mr.  Bray :     Aye. 

The  Clerk:      Mr.  Ingalls? 

Mi-.  Ingalls:     No,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  immaterial. 

The  Clerk:     Mr.  Hambrecht? 

Mi-.  Hambrecht :  I  agree  with  Mr.  Ingalls  that  it  is  imma- 
terial, but  from  the  fact  that  other  witnesses  have  testified.  I 
shall  vote  "Aye." 

The  Clerk:     Mr.  Whitman? 

Mr.  Whitman:  At  this  time  I  shall  vote  "No."  although  I 
agree,  to  a  certain  extent. 

The  Clerk:     Mr.  Chappie? 
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Mr.   Chappie:      I   will  voir  No. 

The  Chairman:  The  vote  stands  five  ayes  and  three  noes. 
The  motion  is  carried,  and  the  witness  is  requested  to  answer. 

Witness:  The  witness  will  decline  to  answer,  on  the  ground 
that  I  am  a. privileged  witness,  and  I  will  not  disclose  it  until 
I  have  aii  opportunity  to  know  whether  the  parties  are  willing 
to  have  their  names  given  or  not. 

The  Chairman:  There  is  no  way  at  this  time,  thai  we  have. 
of  compelling  the  witness  to  answer.  It  is  a  question  of 
whether  Ik-  is  guilty  of  contempt  in  refusing  to  answer,  and 
that  will  have  to  he  determined  later. 

Senator  Husting:  Q.  Did  you  ever  make  a  report,  either  orally 
or  otherwise,  to  Mr.  Puelicher,  or  anyone  else  in  charge  of  Mr. 
Stephenson's  campaign,  as  to  what  was  done  with  this  money, 
-and  to  whom  paid  ! 

A.   I  did  not. 

Senator  Husting: 

Q.  Were  you  ever  requested  to  make  any  : 

A.  I  never  was. 

Mr.  Bray:  (to  the  chairman)  I  would  like  to  ask  you,. 
Senator  Marsh,  as  to  what  you  meant  was  to  he  determined 
later? 

Witness:  (interrupting)  Now,  gentlemen,  it  is  half  past 
ten-,  if  I  may  he  excused  at  this  time  I  should  like  to  he. 

The  Chairman:     When  could  you  be  here  again? 

Witness:     Well,  I  don't  know;   I  can't  tell. 

The  Chairman :  Is  there  any  time  to-day  when  you  could 
be  here  to  answer  a  fewr  further  questions? 

Witness:     Possibly  this  afternoon. 

After  a  short  recess : 

The  Chairman :  I  think  there  was  a  motion  that  we  sub- 
poeiaa — 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Mr.  J.  W.  Stone  and  L.  B.  Dresser. 

The  Chairman  :  That  is  the  motion.  Are  you  ready  for  the 
question.     Those  of  you  in  favor  of  that  motion  say  aye — 

Senator  Husting:  Is  that  to  be  immediately,  or  are  we  re- 
smne  the  examination  of  Mr.  Edmonds? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Simply  to  have  them  put  under  subpdena, 
both  of  them. 
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The  Chairman :  Those  in  favor  of  that  motion  say  aye ;  those 
opposed,  no.  The  motion  is  carried,  and  the  clerk  will  prepare 
subpoenas  for  J.  W.  Stone  and  L.  B.  Dresser. 


E.  A.  Edmonds  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

(Examined  by  the  chairman.) 

Q.  I  discover,  Mr.  Edmonds,  some  items  in  looking  over  some 
of  these  stub  books  last  night  that  I  want  to  ask  you  with  ref- 
erence to.  You  didn't  assist  yourself,  in  selecting  these  vouch- 
ers that  have  been  brought  over  here? 

A.  No  sir. 

Q.  So  yon  have  no  way  of  knowing  whether  those  are  all 
of  tin-  vouchers  that  were  used  during  the  campaign  in  con- 
nection   with    the   campaign? 

A.  No    sir.  I  haven't  any  moans  of  knowing. 

Q.  Who  did  select  those  vouchers  so  as  bo  determine  which 
ones  to  bring  here  .' 

A.  I  don't  know  of  my  own  knowledge.  I  assume,  however, 
dial  it  was  Mr.  Puelicher  and  .Mr.  Sackett. 

The  Chairman:  I  want  to  ask  Mr.  Puelicher  a  question.  Who 
selected  these  vouchers  that  were  produced  here,  that  is,  who  de- 
termined which  ones  should  he  produced,  that  is,  cashier's  checks 
and  other  vouchers  1 

Mr.  Puelicher:  Mr.  Sackett,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 
He  was  the  purchaser  of  most  of  the  drafts,  I  think  almost  all  of 
them. 

The  Chairman:     I  want  to  ask  Mr.  Sackett  a  question. 


Rodney  Sackett.  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

(Examined  by  the  chairman.) 

O.  Mr.  Sackett,  these  vouchers  that  you  produced  here  were 
selected  by  you,  were  the}- 1 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  did  you  have  access  to  all  of  the  vouchers  represented 
by  the  stubs  in  these  four  cashier  checks  stub  books  when  you 
selected  them  ? 

A.  I  didn't  personally  check  the  stubs  with  the  vouchers,  hut  I 
presume  that  to  be  all  of  them. 
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Q.  Well,  you-had  access  to  these  stub  books  when  you  selected 
them,  did  you  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  brought  here  all  of  the  vouchers  that  had  to  do 
with  this  campaign,  did  you? 

A.  I  did  not,  to  be  exact,  bring  in  the  vouchers  here.  I  selected 
them  in  order  that  Mr.  PueHcher  might  bring  them. 

O.  You  selected  them  in  order  that  Mr.  PueHcher  might  bring 
them  ? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And,  as  you  understand  it,  Mr.  PueHcher  brought  all  of 
those  that  you  selected? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q-  A-re  y°u  sure  that  there  were  no  other  vouchers  that  came 
oft  from  these  stubs  in  these  four  books  which  were  used  in  the 
campaign  ? 

A.   No,  sir. 

O.  Well,  why  didn't  you  select  all  of  them  that  had  to  do  with 
the  campaign  ? 

A.  I  selected  all  that  I  knew  belonged  to  the  campaign  and  all 
that  I  thought  belonged  to  the  campaign.  I  may  have  selected 
some  that  did  not  belong  to  the  campaign.  I  did  my  best  to  select 
the  ones  that  I  thought  belonged  to  the  campaign.' 

O.  So  you  are  not  able  to  swear  that  those  that  you  selected 
cover  all  of  the  expenditures  that  were  made  by  cashiers'  checks 
in  the  campaign  ? 

A.  I  am  not. 

O.  You  simply  used  your  best  judgment  in  going  through  these 
vouchers  and  stubs;  if  you  recollected  that  a  certain  one  of  therrr 
was  used  in  the  campaign,  why,  you  put  that  into  the  pile  that  was 
brought  here? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  unless  you  did  recollect  that  it  was  used  in  the  cam- 
paign you  didn't  put  that  voucher  in? 

A.  There  might  have  been,  but  I  believed  all  those  that  I 
brought  in  belonged  to  the  campaign. 

Q.  This  covered  quite  a  long  period  of  time  and  there  might  be 
a  great  many  of  them  that  you  didn't  recollect  that  were  used  in  the 
campaign,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact  they  were  used  in  the  cam- 
paign ? 
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A.  I  don't  presume  there  could  have  been  a  great  many  of  them, 
Senator,  because  we  found  in  my  report — in  my  memoranda, 
rather — the  items  which  we  presumed  they  belonged  to,  and  we 
have  covered  most  of  the  items  in  my  memoranda. 

O.  About  how  many  thousand  dollars  do  yon  think  you  haven't 
•covered  ? 

A.   I  have  no  exact  figure  as  to  that. 

O.   In  the  neighborhood  of  $20,000? 

A.  O,  no,  not  that  amount.  Of  course  the  postage  stamp  ac- 
count wasn't  paid  by  check. 

O.  I  mean  of  the  $107,000  your  vouchers  leave  twenty  or 
twenty-five  thousand  dollars  unaccounted  for,  don't  they? 

A.  Including  postage  stamps  and  other  payments  which  I  know- 
to  have  been  made  in  cash. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  jnst  a  question  or  two.  Is  this  a  mere 
matter  of  recollection  as  to  the  checks  or  vouchers  that  were  used 
in  the  campaign,  or  is  it  a  matter  of  data? 

A.    It  is  a  matter  of  recollection  purely. 

Q.  Now  you  stated  that  you  kept  memoranda  on  slips  of  paper 
and  reduced  that  to  writing  later? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  You  don't  mean  to  testify  that  you  kept  a  full  record  of  all 
expenditures  ? 

A.  I  kept  a  full  record  of  all  expenditures,  but 

O.  Of  all  items? 

A.  Of  all  items,  yes,  but  I  didn't  in  all  cases  have  a  full  record 
of  the  names,  and  nothing  appears  on  the  checks  but  the  names. 
Now,  at  the  first  of  the  document  there,  in  the  instance  of  Miller 
and  others.  I  was  positively  certain  as  to  the  fact  that  they  were 
paid  money,  of  course  I  can't  say  positively  that  it  was  the  identical 
check,  because  I  put  no  private  individual  mark  on  it.  Somebody 
else  might  have  bought  a  check  and  made  it  payable  to  those  men. 
and  the  check  I  selected  might  not  have  been  the  right  one. 

Q.  If  I  understand  you  correctly  then,  the  amounts  you  got  are 
matters  of  record?" 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  The  totals  are  matters  of  record?' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

"Q.  But  as  to  names  it  is  a  mere  matter  of  recollection  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Mr.  Chairman,  may  1  ask  the  witness  a  question? 

The  Chairman  :     Yes. 

By  Mr.  Hyzer: 

Q.  i  understood  yon.  Mr.  Sackett,  to  say,  in  reply  to  a  ques- 
tion, that  the  selection  of  these  cashiers'  checks  from  the  mass 
of  cheeks  in  the  hank  during  that-period  was  solely  a  matter  of 
recollection  as  to  the  check  yon  selected.  Were  you  aided  in 
selecting  checks  by  the  statements  you  had  and  which  you  had 
made  up  from  memoranda? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  That  is,  the  amount  hooked  up  together? 

A.  My   memory  was  refreshed  by  my  memoranda,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  memoranda  that  you  had  of  date  and  amount  enahled 
yon  with  particular  certainty  to  hook  up  a  particular  cashier's 
check  with  that  memorandum  .' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  I  don't  mean  by  that  that  it  made  it  absolute,  but  the  two 
things,  the  cashier's  checks  and  the  memoranda  that  yon  had.  to 
a  certain  extent,  certified  to  each  other? 

A.  They  made  it  reasonably  certain. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Q.  On  your  memoranda  that  you  had,  did  you  have  any 
names  of  persons  to  whom  checks  were  issued  ? 

A.  In  some  cases",  yes.  sir.  hut  I  did  not  have  the  number  of 
the  cheek  so  that  I  couldn't  positively  identify  it. 

<^.  Could  you  tell  in  what  proportion  of  cases  you  had  the 
names  of  the  parties? 

A.  On  the  copy  of  the  memoranda  you  have  it  shows  that. 

Q.  You  mean  the  first  memorandum  we  have  here? 

A.  That  is  a  practical  copy  of  it.  Yes.  sir,  the  first  memor- 
anda. 

Q.  The  last  ones  you  added  those  names  from  the  list  ? 

A.  From  the  list,  yes,  sir. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  Why,  Mr.  Sackett,  didn't  you  have  a  uniform  system  and 
put  down  the  names  in  all  cases? 
47 
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A.  I  was  very  busy,  Senator;  I  had  a  lot  of  things  on  hand 
and  didn't  have  time  to  keep  a  full  system  of  books. 

Q.  Why  did  you  do  it  in  some  instances  and  not  in  others? 

A.  I  intended  to  keep  a  complete  record,  if  possible,  in  all  in- 
stances. 

l>v  Senator  Marsh: 

Q.  Well,  when  you  paid  out  an  amount  and  had  a  card  there 
and  put  it  down  regardless  of  how  busy  you  were,  wasn't  it  the 
most  natural  thing  and  the  most  business-like  thing  to  put  down 
the  name  of  the  party  to  whom  it  was  paid? 

A.  It  might  have  been,  but  I  do  it  in  all  cases. 

The  Chairman :     That  is  all  I  care  to  ask. 


E.  A.  Edmun.ls.  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

(Examined  by  the  Chairman.) 

Q.  You  have  before  you  Exhibit  49,  have  you,  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  No.  sir.  I  haven't.  I  took  it  over  to  my  room,  and  it  is 
there  yet.     I  neglected  to  bring  it  over  this  morning. 

(Copy  i']'  Exhibit  -If)  shown  witness.) 

Q.  There  are  some  of  these  that  I  don't  know  anything  about 
and  I  am  simply  asking  for  information.  Some  of  them  I  do 
know  something  about.  Here  is  one  check,  number  33130, 
Tracy  &  Company.  July  7th.  Can  yon  tell  us  whether  that  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  campaign? 

A.  To  Tracy  &  Company  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  No,  sir.  I  don't  know. 

The  Chairman:  I  will  suggest  that  inasmuch  as  Mr.  Sacket% 
and  Mr.  Puelicher  are  present  that  any  questions  I  ask  Mr.  Ed- 
monds, if  they  have  any  recollection  of  the  matter  about  which 
I  inquire,  if  they  will  interrupt,  it  will  expedite  matters  some. 

Mr.  Puelicher:  Tracy  &  Company  is  a  firm  of  brokers  in 
Milwaukee,  stock  brokers.  That  is  a  check  that  was  purchased 
probably  by  some  customer. 

Q.  And  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  campaign? 

Mr.   Puelicher:     No. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Do  you  want  Mr.  Sackett  to  answer  the  same 
question? 
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The  Chairman :     If  he  knows  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  Sackett :     Do  you  want  me  to  answer  when  I  don't  know? 

Thex  Chairman :  No,  we  will  assume  you  don't  know  any- 
thing- about  it  unless  you  answer. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  $40,000  certificate  or 
cashier's  cheek  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank,  for  account  Isaac: 
Stephenson ! 

I  \o  reply.) 

The  Chairman:  I  will  ask.  Mr.  Puelicher.  if  you  can  explain 
why  thai  was  issued.     That  is  number  33140? 


J.  IT.  Puelicher,  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  Chairman  : 

A.  That  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  campaign.  It  is  prob- 
ably the  balance  after  the  first  $10,000  was  contributed  to  the 
fund.     This  was  the  balance  remaining. 

Q.  Well,  that  was  deposited,  then,  to  Mr.  Stephenson's  credit 
in  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank  ? 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  I  had  an  idea  that  he  hadn't  any  account  in  the  Marshall 
&  Ilsley  Bank. 

A.  That  isn't  an  account.     That  is  a  cashier's  check. 

Q.  When  the  cashier's  check  went  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
Bank,  as  it  did.  then  it  was  in  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank  to 
his  credit  in  some  form,  wasn't  it? 

A.  Well,  we  don't  regard  that  in  that  way.  We  regard  that 
check  as  belonging  to  him. 

Q.  Then  that  was  a  means  of  getting  the  money  out  of  the 
bank  into  such  form  that  you  considered  the  certificate  belonged 
to  him  ' 

A.  Yes,  he  frequently  left  money  not,  in  open  account,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  investment.  We  would  then  make  it  pay- 
able to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank,  account  Isaac  Stephenson, 
so  that  we  could  use  the  cheek  without  sending  it  to  him.  in 
making  the  investment. 

Q.  That  wasn't  the  case  of  this  item.  This  was  a  part  of  the 
campaign,  wasn't  it? 

A.  TTp  to  that  time.  no.  It  was  simply  held  as  it  had  been 
before,  subject  to  his  order. 
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Q.  Jn  what  form  was  it  held  by  the  hank  up  to  that  time,  up 
to  July  8th — that  was  the  date  this  was  issued. 
A.   In  the  form  of  a  check  for  $50,000. 
Q.  A    cashier's   check  .' 

A.   Yes.      Then    the    first    contribution    toward    the    campaign 
was  made  from  that:  he  ordered  $10,000  credited  to  his  cam- 
paign fund,  and  then  this  $40,000  went  to  his  order. 
Q.  And  the  bank  held  this  cashier's  check   for  $40,000? 
A.  Subject  to  his  further  order. 

Q.  I  notice  on  July  8th  there  were  five  $1,000  certificates  is- 
sued to  F.  A.  Kirchoff.  Do  you  know  who  Mr.  Kirchoff  is  ana 
what  the  purpose  of  those  cheeks  was.' 

A.  He  is  an  employe  of  the  bank,  hut  I  don't  remember  the 
purpose  of  the  checks. 

(^.   What  employe  of  the  hank  is  he.' 
A.    Discount  clerk. 
Q.  You  don't  recall  that  item? 
A.  No. 

Q.  You  say  they  were  not  used  in  Connection  with  the  cam- 
paign. 

A.  Not  paid  out  in  connection  with  the  campaign. 
Q.  Did  the  issuing  of  those  cashier's  checks  have  anything  to 
do  with  the  campaign  in  any  way  .' 

A.  It  may  he  that  $5,000  was  held  in  that  form,  hut  I  don't 
jrecollect  that. 

Q.  That  is.  by  Mr.  Kirchoff  for  use  during  the  campaign? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Kirchoff  pay  out  some  moneys  during  the  cam- 
paign? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Well,   if  these  were  held  by   Mr.  Kirchoff  for  use  during 
the  campaign,  does  he  hold  them  yet  ? 
A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Well,  then,  it  must  have  been  paid  out  in  some  form. 
A.  Probably  to  replenish  the   fund  of   the   paying   teller  so 
that  these  men  could   draw  checks. 

(,).  The  paying  teller's  name  was  Shape? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  So  that  maybe  Mr.  Kirchoff  paid  oyer  to  Mr.  Shape  in 
'some  form  this  amount  ? 
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A.  Yes.  I  should  judge  that  coming  so  close  to  the  Steph- 
enson date,  that  that  is  the  case. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  they  passed  to  Mr.  Ki rebuff's  hands? 

A.  Probably  because  I  went  away — not  to  keep  it  there  in 
currency  .' 

Q.  Mr.  Shape  was  there,  and  why  didn't  they  go  directly  to 
Mr.   Shape? 

A.  The  currency  .' 

Q.  Yes.  or  the  cashier's  checks — instead  of  to  Mr.  Kirchofff 

A.  Well,  I  can't  answer  that,  because  I  haven't  any  definite 
recollection  of  the  transaction. 

By   Senator  Husting: 

Q.  You  have  testified  as  to  what  they  probably  have  done. 
You  have  no  knowledge  or  recollection.' 

A.  Why.  connecting  it  so  closely  with  the  other  cheeks.  I 
should  say  that   is  probably  the  purpose. 

Q.  I  mean  can  you  testify  to  anything  more  positive  than 
probability — do  yon   know.' 

A.  No,  I  don't  know  positively  .' 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Senator  Marsh,  will  you  let  us  take  the  numbers 
of  those  cheeks.'     We  may   want    to   refer  to  them. 

The  Chairman:  The  numbers  of  those  cheeks  are  33141,  to 
and  including  3314.1. 

Mr.    Hyzer:     And  those  are  all   to — 

The  Chairman:  F.  A.  Kirchoff,  and  dated  July  8th.  $1,000 
each. 

Q.  Was  this  the  $40,000  that  you  testified  to  on  a  former  ex- 
amination as  having  been  money  realized  on  a  loan,  or  is  this, 
an  additional  $40,000. 

A.  No.  that's  a  part  of  it.     That  was  $50,000  originally. 

Q.  Well,  didn't  yon  collect  this  loan  all  at  once? 

A.  Did  he? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Yes. 

0.  Where  is  the  other  $10,000? 

A.  That  was  the  first  $10,000  that  was  contributed  toward  the 
campaign. 

O.  Well,  yon  refer  now  to  the  $5,000  to  Mr.  Edmonds  and 
$5,000  to — who  is  the  other — to  another  gentleman.  Mr.  Sackett,. 
I  think  ? 
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A.  No,  I  think  not. 

Q.  Well,  where  did  this  particular  $10,000  that  appears  to 
t>e  absent  from  this  loan  that  you  realized  on,  this  $50,000, 
where  did  that  come  from? 

A.  That  was  contributed  toward  the  campaign. 

Q.  That  is.  $10,000  was  taken  out  in  currency  .' 

A.  Have  you  the  record  of  the  contributions  there? 

Q.  That  was  in   Senator  Stephenson's  first   testimony. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  That  isn't  necessary.  Mr.  Puelieher.  The  bank 
held  the  whole  $50,000  first  in  cashier's  checks. 

A.  Yes.   there  was   a   check   of  fifty  thousand. 

Mr.  Tlyzer:     A  cashier's  check.' 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Where  does  that  $50,000  appear,  in  the  first  cashier's 
check  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Well,  hadn't  that  ought  to  appear  on  this  statement? 

A.  It  wasn't  a  part  of  the  campaign  fund  when  that  was 
collected.     It  was  the  result  of  a  loan. 

Q.  Yes.  l»i it  ymi  say  there  was  an  original  $50,000  cashier's 
check. 

A.  I  don't  know  when  that  was  issued,  because  when  that 
was  issued  there  was  no  connection  with  the  campaign. 

Q.  Why  was  there  any  necessity,  then,  of  issuing  another 
cashier's   check   of  $40,000? 

A.  Because  $10,000  was  paid  into  the  campaign  fund. 

Mr.   Hyzer:     Appropriated   from   the  fifty? 

A.  Appropriated  from  the  fifty. 

Q.  $10,000  was  paid  into   the   campaign    fund? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  My  recollection  is  that  Senator  Stephenson's 
first   check   to  the   campaign   fund    was  $10,000. 

Senator  Husting:     Those  were  private  checks? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  know  it.  but  that  was  really,  in  effect,  but 
not  technically,  drawn  on  this  $50,000.  as  I  understand  it.  and 
the  change  was  made  from  the  fifty  thousand  to  the  forty 
thousand  of  cashier's  checks.  I  may  be  wrong  about  that, 
Senator.     I  am  simply  stating  my  understanding,  that's  all. 

Q,  Now.  that  check  of  $50,000  to  Mr.  Edmonds,  that's  a 
check  on  the  Stephenson  National  Bank  of  Marinette,  is  it 
not? 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION.      743 

A.  This  is  July  8th.  and  that   is  July  18th. 

Q.  This  is  not  a  cheek  on  any  fund  in  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
Bank  .' 

A.   No,   sir. 

Q.  Then  this  check  was  qoI   a   part   of  this  fifty  thousand? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  think  the  same  is  true  of  the  Sackett  check? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  The  check  of  July  6th,  Senator  Husting,  J.  A. 
Van  Cleve. 

Q.  Was  that  Van  Cleve  $50,000  sent  to  Mr.  Sackett? 

Mr.   TTyzer:     On   the   Marshall    &   Ilsley   Bank.   July   6th. 

Q.  Well,  the  Van  Cleve  checks,  as  I  recollect  it.  were  on  the 
Corn  Exchange? 

Mr.  Black:     No,  that  was  all  Marshall  &  Ilsley. 

Q.  Then  as  I  understand  it,  this  $10,000  came  off  of  a  cash- 
ier's check,  or  a  deduction  of  a  cashier's  check  of  fifty  thous- 
and ? 

A,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Mr.  Puelicher,  we  must  hear  your  testimony. 
What  are  you  referring  to  now.  what  exhibit,  what  is  the.  num- 
ber of  it  ? 

Senator  Husting:     Exhibit  4. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     What  is  it.1 

A.  This  is  Mr.  Stephenson's  check,  which  was  charged 
against  his  cashier's  check  of  fifty  thousand  and  left  a  balance 
of  forty  thousand. 

Q.  You  don't  know  when  the  cashier's  check  of  fifty  thou- 
sand was  issued  to  Mr.  Stephenson  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  that  was  issued  to  you  or  to  Mr. 
Stephenson  when  this  loan  was  realized  .' 

A.  Probably  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank  account  of  Sena- 
tor Stephenson,  because  I  think  the  intention  was  to  reinvest 
that  for  him. 


E.  A.  Edmonds,  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  find  on  July  8th  a  cashier's  check  for  $400  to  the  State 
Bank  of  Marshfield.  I  will  ask  you  to  state  whether  you  have 
any  recollection  what  that  was  for? 
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Mr.  Puelicher:     No,  sir.     Probably  it  doesn't  pertain  to  the 
campaign. 

Mr.  Whitman:     Well,  do  you  know,  Mr.  Edmonds? 
A.   I  do  not. 

The  Chairman  :  Mr.  Saekett,  have  you  any  recollection  as  to 
that? 

Mr.  Saekett:  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  cheek  being 
handled  by  me. 

The  Chairman:  That  would  he  one  of  the  checks,  then,  you 
didn't  bring  over? 

Mr.  Saekett :    Yes.  sir. 

Tin-  Chairman:     The  number  of  that  check  is  33157,  $100. 
On  July  18th  I  find  a  cashier's  cheek,  number  33237,  for  $110, 
Farmers  State  Bank  of  Granton.     Will  you  state.  .Mr.  Puelicher 
or  Mr.  Saekett.  whether  or  not  that  was  issued  in  connection 
with  the  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Saekett:     I  will  say.  Senator,  that  I  didn't  handle  any 
checks  drawn  to  any  hank  that  I  know  of  in  that  connectTon. 
Mr.  Hyzer:     Then  you  don't  know. 

Mr.  Saekett  :  I  don't  know  about  that  check  or  other  checks 
that  may  he  found  drawn  to  some  bank.  I  don't  remember  any 
checks  drawn  to  anybody. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     That  you  handled  .' 
Mi-.  Saekett:    That  I  handled. 
Mr.  Edmonds:     I  make  the  same  statement. 
Mr.  Puelicher:     These  gentlemen  were  the  purchasers  of  the 
checks,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  that  belongs  to  the  campaign. 
That  is  probably  a  bank  transaction. 

Mr.  Bray:  Are  you  going  through  all  the  checks  that  the 
bank  issued  and  ask  him  whether  they  are  a  part  of  the  cam- 
paign .' 

The  Chairman:     Well,  I  don't  know.  Ed. 
Mr.  Bray:     If  you  do.  I  object.     We  have  gone  into  all  the 
nasty  details  possible,  but  I  don't  want  to  go  into  all  the  checks 
that  the  bank  issued. 

Senator  Husting:  Nasty  details.'  You  don't  blame  the 
committee  fur  the  nasty  details.' 

Mr.  Bray:  No,  I  haven't  blamed  the  committee  for  the 
nasty  details. — I  haven't  yet. 

Q.  Will  you  just  look.  Mr.  Edmonds,  at  check  number  33156, 
of  $25.  dated  July  80th.  to  C.  0.  Larson.     Is  that  account  here? 
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A.    Yes.  sir. 

Q.  That  of  course  then  \v;is  for  campaign  purposes? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

<L).   Was  Mr.  Larson  a  candidate  for  the  assembly? 

A.   No,  sir. 

(^.   You  know  Mr.  Larson,  do  you.' 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   lie  was  not   ;i  candidate  ? 

A.  He  was  not. 

Q.  Where  does  he  live? 

A.    I  think  Port   Washington. 

Q.  I  will  ask  if  cheek  number  33354,  to  Ferd  Reinold  is  part 
of  the  campaign  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  check  number  33342  to  Frank  Smith  is 
on  the  list .' 

A.  33342? 

Q.  duly  -J!).  $150? 

A.    Xii.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Frank  Smith  .' 

A   1  know  at  least  three  Frank  Smiths. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  Frank  Smith  that  was  connected 
with  this  campaign  or  used  any  money  that  was  paid  in  this 
campaign  .' 

A.  Not  one. 

Q.  I  will  ask  .Mr.  Sackett  and  Mr.  Puelicher  if  they  know  any- 
thing about  this  cashier's  check,  number  33342? 

.Mr.  Sackett:      I  do  not. 

Mr.  Puelicher:     I  do  not.  Senator. 

Q.  You  know  that  there  was  a  Frank  Smith  that  was  a  can- 
didate for  the  assembly,  do  you.  Mr.  Edmonds  .' 

A.   Yes.  sir.     He  was  later  elected. 

Q.  And  none  of  you  have  any  knowledge  as  to  what  Frank 
Smith  this  $150  went  to.  or  what  the  purpose  of  it  was  1 

Mr.  Sackett:     I  have  not. 

Mr.  Edmonds:      I  haven't. 

Q.  You  could  get  that  voucher,  could  you.  .Air  Puelicher.' 

Mr.  Puelicher:     0,  yes. 

The  Chairman:  We  would  like  to  have  that  one,  33342. 
There  will  be  an  endorsement  on  the  back  of  it.  All  of  these 
48 
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were  issued  payable  to  order,  were  they  not  ? 
Mr.  Puelicher:     Yes. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls : 

Q.  Mr.  Ingalls,  with  reference  to  this  Frank  Smith,  do  you 
know  the  assemblyman  here,  Frank  Smith  ? 

A.   Quite  Ave]]. 

(v>.  Well,  have  you  any  knowledge  er  information  that  he  was 
ever  paid  any  money  in  the  primary  campaign  -1 

A.  From  me  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  know  that  lie  was  not  at  any  time. 

Q.  And  do  you  know  anything  about  that,  Mr.  Saekett? 

Mr.  Saekett:  I  know  Mr.  Smith,  and  I  will  state  positively 
that  I  didn't  give  him  any  money. 

Q.  Mr.  Puelicher.  do  you  know? 

Mr.  Puelicher:  I  don't  know  Mr.  Smith,  and  I  had  no  trans- 
actions with  him. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Smith  got  any  of  his 
money  for  his  campaign  from  the  Stephenson  campaign  I 

A.  I  have  no  means  of  knowing  except  what  I  paid  him.  I 
have  no  idea  that  he  did.  no  sir. 

Mr.  Bray:      What  Smith  are  you  talking  about  now? 

A.  You  refer  to  Assemblyman  Smith.1 

Q.  I  refer  to  the  assemblyman.  You  don't  know  of  his  get- 
ting any  money  or  compensation  in  any  form  during  the  cam- 
paign from  the  Stephenson  campaign? 

A.  No,  sir.  and  believe  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Bray :  His  principal  misfortune  and  guilt  lies  in  the  fact 
that  his  name  is  Smith. 

Q.  I  have  another  Smith  in  mind  now.  Here  is  a  check, 
number  43460,  dated  August  7th.  1908.  for  $250  to  W.  L.  Smith. 

A.  What  is  the  amount ? 

Q.  $250. 

A.   And  when  .' 

Q.  August  7th.  1908. 

A.  33460.  the  number  isn't  here. 

Q.  Did  yon  know  that  there  was  a  W.  L.  Smith  who  was  a 
candidate  for  the  assembly  in  Clark  county? 
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A.  I  did  not. 

(^  Did  you  know  that  there  was  a  payment  of  money  made 
to  him  during  the  campaign  .' 

A.   I  did  not. 

Q.   You  say  that  there  wasn't? 

A.  I  say  that  I  did  not  make  any.  1  have  no  knowledge  of 
any  amount  having  been  paid. 

O.  This  is  between  two  other  Clark  county  payments,  one  to 
M.  C.  Ring,  and  one  to  the  Neillsville  Times.  1  will  ask  Mr. 
Sackett  if  he  can  give  us  any  light  on  that  subject? 

Air.  Sackett :  I  have  no  recollection  of  the  check  you  are  speak- 
ing of.  I  was  looking  at  my  copy  to  see  if  it  might  refresh  my 
memory. 

O.  I  will  ask  Mr.  Puelicher  if  he  knows  Mr.  W.  L.  Smith,  or 
anything  about  that  check? 

Mr.  Puelicher:  No,  sir,  I  don't  know  anything  about  the 
check. 

The  Chairman:  I  called  Mr.  Puelicher's  attention  to  that  last 
night  and  he  has  already  sent  for  this  voucher.  None  of  you 
three  gentlemen  have  any  recollection  as  to  any  transaction  with 
\\  .  L.  Smith  of  Neillsville  during  the  Stephenson  campaign? 

Mr.  Edmonds:     None  whatever. 

Mr.  Sackett :     I  have  not. 

Mr.  Puelicher:     I  have  not. 

O.   Do  you  have  any  reco'lection.  Mr.  Edmonds,  or  any  of  yoa, 
three  gentlemen,  with  reference  to  the  check  which  precedes  that, 
to  M.  C.  King,  number  33459.  S170.     It  appears  on  your  account 
here  ? 

A.  $170  appears  on  that  account.  1  haven't  any  recollection  of 
it  in  particular,  except  that  I  assume  that  it  was  an  amount  sent 
to  Mr.  Ring. 

O.  Do  you  know  who  delivered  this  check  to  him? 

A.   No,  I  don't. 

Q.  Do  you.' Mr.  Sackett? 

Mr.  Sackett :  I  have  no  positive  knowledge.  I  presume  I 
bought  the  check  at  the  bank  and  either  sent  it  to  him  by  mail  or 
gave  it  to  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Mr.  Fdnionds-:  I  want  to  say  that  I  don't  want  to  disclaim  re- 
sponsibility for  it.  I  presume  it  passed  through  by  hands  either 
bv  letter  or 
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The  Chairman:  I  was  trying  to  find  the  one  who  delivered  it 
or  sent  it,  and  1  will  ask  if  they  didn't  at  the  jarae  time  deliver  this 
one  to  W.  L.  Smith,  who  wa>  a  candidate  for  member  of  the  as- 
sembly ? 

Air.  Edmonds:     I  should  say  no. 

Mr.  Sackett :     I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Mr.  Pnelicher  :     I  know  nothing  of  the  transaction  whatever. 

Mr.  Bray:     I  am  glad  my  name  isn't  Smith. 

The  Chairman  :  There  will  be  an  endorsement  on  the  check 
itself.  I  asked  Mr.  Pnelicher  to  have  it  sent  and  he  has  asked 
that  it  be  sent. 

Q.  I  find  one  here,  number  33.469,  to  W.  L.  Dettmann,  is  that 
on  the  account  there  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

O.   Where  does  Mr.  Dettmann  reside? 

A.  This  is  (  lutagamie  county.      \  think  he  lives  there. 

O.  Do  you  know  him? 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.    Ho  yen  know  for  what  purpose  this  was  used: 

A.  1  assume  for  assistance  in  the  campaign  vote.  I  don't  re- 
member.     I  don't  recollect  the  particular  instance. 

Q.  Here  is  one  more  check  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to.  I 
think  I  haven't,  number  33.751.  a  check  for  $200.  dated  August 
24th.  1908,  to  Frank  Smith.  There  are  none  of  you  gentlemen 
know  anything  with  reference  to  that  check,  nor  to  what  Frank 
Smith  that  went  to.  nor  the  purpose  of  it?1 

Mr.  Edmonds  :     I  do  not. 

Mr.  Puelicher  :     T  do  not. 

Air.  Sackett :     T  do  not. 

The  Chairman:  Tt  precedes  one  to  W.  C.  Prat/,  which  I  be- 
lieve is  on  the  account. 

Air.  Hambrecht :     Did  you  say  it  preceded  the  one  to  P>ratz? 

The  Chairman  :     There  are  several  Bratz. 

O.  Here  is  a  cashier's  check  dated  August  13th  for  $^00  to 
A".  A.  Barber — well,  that  doesn't  appear  on  the  account,  does  it? 

A.  What  i>  the  date? 

O.  August  13th. 

A.  Well,  I  think  it  does,  though  I  am  not  sure. 

O.  Check  number  33.546. 

A.  Yes.  sir.  it  does. 
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Q.  I  think  there  are  two  checks  in  his  favor,  one  for  posting 
bills  and  one  for  advertising. 

A.   I  don't  recollect  that. 

Q.  You  don't  find  any  other  to  W.  A.  Barber? 

Senator  Husting:  There  is  one  to  A.  W.  Barber,  page  900,  a 
$15  item. 

A.  To  A.  W.  Barber.  I  don't  know  who  that  is,  but  i  don't 
think  it  is  the  same  person. 

Q.  There  is  one  here,  number  34,512,  to  Ernest  Tesch,  there  are 
three  of  them,  one  $46.18;  was  that  used  in  connection  with  the 
campaign  ? 

A.  1  don't  think  it.  I  don't  recollect  the  name.  I  don't  think 
it  is  any  one  I  ever  heard  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Tesch.  wasn't  he  a  candidate  for  the  assembly  in  Mil- 
waukee ? 

A.  I  don't  think  so.  The  fact  is,  I  am  not  familiar  with  the 
candidates  there. 

Q.  Another  one,  $60,  number  33.156,  another  one  for  $47 .90^ 
number  33.503. 

A.   None  of  those  here. 

The  Chairman:  Now  I  will  ask  Mr.  Puelicher  if  he  knows 
anything  about  those  checks? 

Mr.  Puelicher:  T  never  heard  the  name  before  and  don't  know 
anything  about  the  checks. 

The  Chairman :  You  don't  know  anything  about  whether  a 
man  by  the  name  of  Tesch  was  a  candidate  for  the  assembly  in 
Milwaukee  or  not? 

Mr.  Puelicher:     No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Sackett :     I  have  no  knowledge  whatever. 

Q.  Mi-.   Edmonds,  do  you  know  Rev.  Henry  Dreia'i 

A.   Xo.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  any  money  was  paid  to  him 
during  the  campaign? 

A.    [  don't  think  so. 

Q.  For  campaign  purposes? 

A.  I  am  quite  sure  I  didn't.  I  don't  remember  evor  having 
heard  the  name  before 

Q.  T  will  ask  Mr.  Sackett  the  same  question? 

A.  Mr.  Sackett:     T  have  no  recollection  of  the  man  at  all. 

Q.  T  will  ask  Mr.  Puelicher  the  same  question  ? 
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Mr.  Puelieher:     I  don't  know  him. 

Q.  Then  yon  have  no  recollection  with  reference  to  the  cer- 
tificates of  deposit  amounting  to  $700  issued  to  him.  numbers 
34.065  to  34.069;  inclusive? 

Mr.    Puelicher:     No,  sir. 

Q.  1  will  refer  to  certificate,  number  33,558,  a  certificate  of 
deposit  in  favor  of  the  diocese  of  Superior.  Was  that  money 
paid  to  that  institution  during  the  campaign  for  campaign  pur- 
poses.   Mr.    Edmonds.' 

A.  Not   by   me. 

Q.  Or  to  your  knowledge  1 

A.   And  I  have  no  knowledge  of  anything  of  the  kind,  no  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Sackrit  . 

Mr.   Sackett:     I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  thing. 


•  J.  H.  Puelicher,  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

(Examined  by  the  chairman.) 

Q.  Mr.    Puelicher,   do  you   know  .' 

A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  payment.  The  diocese 
is  a  customer  of  the  hank,  and  1  think  that  was  probably  is- 
sued for  other  purposes. 

Q.  This  diocese  of  Super'or  is  a  customer  of  the  bank? 

A.  Yes.  I  think  so.  We  have  quite  a  few  catholic  institutions 
that  are  customers  of  the   bank. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  now  that  this  diocese  is  a  customer  of 
your  bank  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  that  with  absolute  positiveness. 

Q.  But  it  might  be  that  an  institution  up  at  Superior  was 
using  your  bank  for  a  place  of  deposit  ? 

A.  I  think  Rev.  A.  F.  Schinner.  who  was  formerly  at  St. 
Francis,  is  now  at  Superior.  I  think  he  still  keeps  up  his  con- 
nection with  tilt'  bank. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     St.  Francis  is  close  to  Milwaukee? 

A.  St.  Francis  is  right  south  of  Milwaukee,  and  I  think  he 
has  been  transferred  to  Superior. 

Mr.  Chappie:     Bishop  Schinner.  isn't  it.' 

Mr.   Puelicher:     Is  that    it.' 

The   Chairman:     There   is   some   payment   in   here.   I   see.  to 
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some  agricultural  society.     Have  you  any   recollection  of  that, 
Mr.   Edmonds ! 

Mr.  Sackett:     I  beg  your  pardon,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  I 
can  answer  the  question. 


Rodney  Sackett,  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows : 

(Examined  by  the  chairman.) 

Mr.  Sackett :  That  was  a  payment  mad."  to  the  Berlin  Ao-ri- 
cultural  Association  for  $150.  That  was  my  home  town,  ana 
this  is  really  the  fair  association.  Mr.  Stephenson  paid  for 
$150  of  stock  in  that  institution  as  a  donation  to  the  institution, 
and  1  charged  it  in  the  campaign  expense,  although  he  got 
stock  for  his  money.  I  might  have  left  it  out  and  called  it 
an  investment,  but  I  wasn't  making  investments  for  him,  and  I 
figured  that  I  sent  the  money  to  the  Berlin  association  and  1 
charged  it  in  the  expense  account. 

Q.  Did  you  send  the  remittance  by  letter? 

A.  1  sent  the  remittance  by  mail  to  the  secretary — now  I 
can't  think  of  his  name,  he  is  a  newspaper  man  there;  but  afte> 
the  campaign  had  closed,  after  the  1st  of  September,  as  I  re- 
member it,  I  sent  him  a  check  for  $150. 

Q.  Was  it  by  virtue  of  an  arrangement  that  was  made  prior 
to  the  campaign  ? 

A.  It  was  by  virtue  of  an  arrangement  made  during  the 
campaign  by  one  of  our  men. 

Q.  You  don't  know  who  made  that  arrangement? 

A.  No.  I  couldn't  say  positively. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  that  arrangement  was? 

A.  To  take  $150  of  that  stock. 

Q.  What  was  the  agreement  as  to  what  the  society  was  to  do 
in  that  connection  ? 

A.  Nothing. 

Q.  Well,  if  yon  didn't  make  the  arrangement  how  do  you 
know  there  wasn't  any  such  an  agreement? 

A.  Nothing  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Was  it  some  one  in  your  office  that  made  the  arrangement? 

j\.  Some  one  that  we  had  out  around  the  state,  nobody  that 
was  in  the  office  regularly.  He  might  have  been  in  the  office 
from   time  to  time. 
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Q.  Ami  you  have  no  possible  means  who  made  that  arrange- 
ment ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  haven't. 

Q.  And  it  had  your  authority,  if  it  was  made,  whatever  the 
arrangement   was  ? 

A.  I  ratified  the   arrangement. 

By  Senator  Rusting : 

Q.  "Was  there  any  agreement  with  the  society  that  they  were 
to  accept  no  contribution  of  that  nature  from  any  other  candi- 
date ? 

A.  None  to  my  knowledge,  and  knowing  the  members  of  thft 
society  and  all  of  the  officers  personally.  I  wouldn't  think  that 
they  would  make  such  an  arrangement,  and  knowing  our  men 
I  wouldn't  think  they  would  ask  them  to. 


E.  A.  Edmonds,  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

(Examined  by  the  chairman). 

Q.  Mr.  Edmonds.  I  think  there  is  an  account  there  which 
shows  ;i   payment  to  Charles  French  of  $800. 

A.  Yes.  sir.  I  don't  sin-  it,  but  I  remember  the  amount. 

Q.  Where  did  Air.  French  reside? 

A.  Lake  Geneva. 

Q.  And  for  what  purpose  was  that  paid? 

A.  For  use  in  organizing  in  Walworth  and  Kenosha  coun- 
ties. 

Q.  In  what  part  of  the  campaign  was  that  paid? 

A.  The  18th  of  August. 

Q.  Did  you  make  the  arrangement  by  which  that  was  paid? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  at  that  time,  or  is  it  a  fact,  that  Mr.  French 
had  charge  of  the  campaign  of  at  least  one  of  the  members  of 
the  assembly,  I  will  say  a  member  of  the  assembly  from  that 
•  •ounty  :' 

A.  I  didn't  know  it,  no  sir,  and  do  not  know  it  now. 

Q.  Mr.  French  is  a  lawyer,  is  he? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  he  an  acquaintance  of  yours? 

A.  Y^es.  sir. 
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<v>.   Is  he  one  of  the  attorneys  for  the  North-Western  road? 

A.   I  haven't  the  slightest  idea. 

Q.  You  don't  know  that,  although  he  is  an  acquaintance  of 
yours  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Bray:  Is  it  proper,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  strike  from  the 
record  providing  no  connection  is  shown  with  tainted  money? 
We  have  got  a  few  chinches  in  here,  churches  in  Superior,  there 
is  no  connection   shown  :   I   simply   ask   that   for  information. 

Senator  Husting:  I  think  they  ought  to  he  stricken  out  until 
it  is  established. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  don't  think  we  ought  to  bring  in  all  these  names 
from  the  private  books  of  the  bank. 

Q.  One  other  question  I  want  to  ask,  whether  these  four  stub 
books  cover  all  of  the  cashier's  checks  issued  by  the  Marshall  & 
[lsley  Bank  between  dune  25th  and  November  21st? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  Mr.  Edmonds,  turning  to  page  899.  check  No.  33739.  F. 
Ii.  Epling,  $200.     Do  you  know  who  he  is? 

A.  I  should  say  that  F.  II.  Eppling  and  F.  J.  are  the  same 
persons. 

Q.  Who  are  they,  or  who  is  he  ? 

A.  Mr.  Epling  is  the  man  referred  to  in  the  talk  yesterday. 
He  is  a  minister;  I  think  a  Lutheran  minister,  at  

Q.  At  Kewaunee? 

A.  At    Kewaunee. — Not   Kewaunee,    Algoma. 

Q.  Ts  he  the  one  that  is  now  offering  prayer  in  the  assembly 
at  the  present  time  ? 

A.  Well,  I  haven't  heard  him.  but  I  understand  so.  I  have 
met  the   gentleman   since  he  came  down. 

Q.  Now.  turning  to  page  901,  No.  33955,  W.  E.  Powell,  $44. 
Do  you  know  who  that  gentleman  is? 

A.  I  think  I  do. 

Q.  He  is  not  the  gentleman  who  reports  for  the  Milwaukee 
Journal  ? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Senator  Husting:  I  will  ask  that  this  be  put  in.  that  this  is 
by  request,  this  question. 
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A.  That  is  not  the  Powell. 

Q.  I  was  asked  to  ask  you  a  question  in  regard  to  Mr.  Epling, 
in  regard  to  whether  he  received  any  money  or  not  for  his  serv- 
ices .' 

A.  No.  sir.  I  think  not. 

Q.  What  was  the  money  he  received  used  for? 

A.  For  expenses.  I  assume. 

Q.  You  mean  his  personal  expenses  .' 

A.  Yes.  it  was  my  understanding  that  he  was  going  to  differ- 
ent parts  of  the  state,  as  he  did.  I  think,  to  meet  his  friends  and 
talk  with  them  about  the — 

q>.   You   understand  his  services  were   free  .' 

A.  I  understand  so. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  Did  you  have  the  understanding  with  Mr.  Epling  yourself 
personally  ? 

A.  Yes.  I  had  the  talk  with  him. 

Q.  Are  you  assuming  this  to  he  true,  or  did  you  have  this 
understanding  with  him  or  agreement  with  him.  as  to  how  this 
$200  should  be  expended? 

A.  Why.  I  don't  remember  that  I  had  any  talk  with  him  as  to 
what — that  he  should  receive  pay  or  not.  I  don't  think  that 
was  ever  considered  in  our  conversation.  When  he  first  went 
out  I  think  he  was  paid  $25.00,  in  my  judgment,  when  he  started 
out  as  expense  money,  and  he  went.  I  don't  know  just  where,  I 
don't  remember  now.  but  at  any  rate  when  he  came  in  he  said 
that  the  money  that  I  had  paid  him  didn't  cover  his  expenses. 
and  I  paid  him  more:  but  I  don't  think  he  took  any  for  his 
services. 

Q.  Was  that  in  one  payment,  this  $200.  I  think  it  appears 
here. 

A.  Yes,  $200. 

Q.  You   paid   him   $25   at   one   time? 

A.  My  recollection  is  $25  at  first,  and  then  this  $200,  I  am 
not  sure. 

Q.  Then  you  paid  him  $200  besides? 

A.  I  think  so.  yes. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  him  for  any  account  as  to  the  amount  ex- 
pended ? 
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A.    No.   nut    a1    nil. 

<t).   Did  he  ever  make  an  accounl  ' 

A.  No,  never. 

Mr.  Bray:  He  didn't  advocate  Mr.  Stephenson's  cause  in  his 
professional  capacity,  ;is  you  understand  it  .' 

A.  \(i.  I  think-  nut.  lie  said  1m  had  a  Large  number  of 
friends  and  acquaintances  throughout  the  state,  and  In-  volun- 
teered In  sec  them. 

Q.  Now,  you  stated  before  thai  when  you  took  charge  of  the 
campaign  this  method  of  disbursing  money  had  already  been 
established — is   that    correcl  .' 

A.   At  any  rate.  I  made  no  change  after  I  went  to  Milwaukee. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  want  to  disburse  the  money  yourself, 
the  money  of  the  campaign. 

A.  I  had  known  of  instances  where  stigma  attached  to  men 
who  had  handled  money  in  campaigns,  and  1  didn't  want  to  get 
into  anything  of  that  kind.  I  didn't  care  to  have  my  reputa- 
tion suffer  in   any   way. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  understand  that  the  stigma  attached  to  the 
campaign  manager  by  reason  of  his  handling  the  money,  or  the 
method  in  which  the  money  was  used  .' 

A.  As  I  understand,  oftentimes  a  man  who  handled  money 
in  a  campaign  keeps  no  report,  and  sometimes  if  he  spends  more 
perhaps  than  the  man  whose  campaign  he  is  managing  thinks 
he  ought  to.  perhaps  there  is  a  suspicion  in  the  mind  of  the 
man  who  had  the  money,  or  who  furnished  the  money,  that  the 
money  wasn't  all  expended.  I  wouldn't  want  to  get  into  a  po- 
sition where  there  could  he  a  criticism  of  that  kind  of  me. 

Mr.  Bray:  Were  you  relieved  of  handling  the  money  at  your 
own  request  or  someone  else's? 

A.  I  really  don't  know  as  to  the  suggestion.  I  think  the  sug- 
gestion was  made  by  Mr.  Puelioher  that  it  he  handled  at  the 
bank,  or  through  him  as  Mr.  Stephenson's  representative,  ami 
Mr.   Van   Cleve   was  interested. 

Mr.  Bray:     Tt  was  perfectly  satisfactory  to  you? 

A.  Perfectly  satisfactory.  In  fact.  I  was  pleased  with  the 
suggestion,  if  it  came  throusrh  him. 

Q.  Now.  to  get  down  to  this  method  of  doing  business.  Who 
was  the  auditor  of  the  campaign,  who  incurred  tin-  expenses 
and  who  audited  the  bills,  if  anybodv  ? 
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A.  Well,  as  I  stated  the  other  day.  or  yesterday,  in  my  testi- 
mony, such  items — such  hills  as  were  incurred  by  me,  such  ex- 
penditures ms  were  authorized  by  me.  I  paid  or  arranged  for  the 
payment  of  them. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  method  of  bookkeeping  or  any  mem- 
oranda to  show  what  part  of  this  campaign  was  audited  by 
you .' 

A.  No.     I  didn't  keep  any  books  of  account. 

Q.  Is  there  any  one  man  engaged  in  this  campaign  who  took 
upon  himself  the  responsibility  of  the  auditing  and  disbursing 
of  moneys  ? 

A.   Well.  I  should  say.  as  nearly  as  anyone.  Mr.  Sackett. 

Q.  Well.  then,  if  you  had  a  bill  to  audit  with  Mr.  Sackett, 
would  Mr.  Sackett  require  of  you  information  as  to  what  had 
1 n  done  with  the  money? 

A.  No.  not  at  all.  The  expenditures  that  I  made  were  with 
organizers  in  the  counties,  and  if  they  would  come  in  and  I 
would  make  an  arrangement  with  them,  for  organizing,  and 
agree  to  pay  them  $100  or  $200,  whatever  the  amount  was,  or- 
dinarily the  draft,  or  cashier's  check,  would  be  paid  them  at 
that  time  or  sent  them  later. 

Q.   Well,  yon  would  authorize  that  expenditure? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Ami  Mi-.  Sackett  would  not  require  of  you  what  was  to  be 
dune  with  that  .' 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Neither  would  you  require  of  the  county  campaign  man- 
ager what  he  was  to  do  with  it  ? 

A.  My  talk  with  the  men  that  I  hired  or  employed  or  gave 
money  to  in  the  campaign  was  that  they  would  organize  their 
counties  in  behalf  of  Mr.  Stephenson  and  do  the  best  they  could 
to  further  his  interests. 

Q.  How  many  counties  out  of  the  whole  number  did  you  at- 
tempt to  organize  to  any  considerable  extent .' 

A.  Well.  I  think  we  got  pretty  well  over  all  of  them.  They 
will  all  appear  on  here  (referring  to  Exhibit  19).  I  think  that 
Ave  did  organize,  but  it  includes  a  large  proportion  of  them. 

Q.  You  don't  know  how  many.' 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  You  didn't  keep  any  book  account  of  what  counties  you 
proposed  to  have  an  organization  in  ? 
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A.   My  aim  was  to  organize  in  every  county. 

Q.  Now.  you  speak  of  organization.  Did  yon  instrud  them 
as  to  what  sort  of  an  organization  you  wanted  .' 

A.  Xo.  I  remember  in  some  instances  men  would  come  in 
and  want  to  know  what  kind  of  a — when  1  would  talk  about 
the  amount  that  ought  to  be  expended  in  a  county — in  their 
particular  county  they  would  ask  how  I  wanted  to  go  into 
it  it'  we  organized,  if  we  were  to  organize  tor  getting  the  vote 
out  on  primary  election  day.  or  otherwise,  or  for  having  men 
at  the  polls  primary  election  day,  that  would  require  more  than 
if  they  simply  went  about  the  county  and  solicited  votes  for 
Mr.  Stephenson  and  hired  other  men  perhaps  to  do  that. 

Q.  How  many  of  the  counties  in  which  you  attempted  to 
have  men  at  the  polls  to  get  men  out  and  vote  .' 

A.    !  don  '1   know. 

Q.   You  don't  know  how  many  counties.' 

A.  Xo.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  instruct  your  county  campaign  managers  to  ac- 
count tor  the  moneys  they  expended  ? 

A.    Xo.  sir. 

Q.   Did  you  keep  any  account  of  the  bills  that  you  audited! 

A.    Xo.  7  don't  think  I  audited  any  lulls. 

Q.  Well,  audited  the  expenditures — you  authorized  the  ex- 
penditures, I  mean  in  that  sense? 

A.  Well,  Senator,  in  almost  every  instance,  if  not  in  quite  all. 
the  arrangement  was  made  and  the  money  paid,  or  an  agree- 
ment that  it  would  be  paid  at  a  certain  time,  at  the  first  and  in 
many  instances  the  only  meeting  that  I  had  with  these  gentle- 
men. You  see  it  was  a  very  short  campaign,  and  T  didn't  have 
the  time  or  opportunity  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  these  matters 
many  times  with  the  same  men. 

Q.  Now,  you  stated  that  you  didn't  have  very  much  exper- 
ience in  politics — 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  You  are  starting  in  on  a  new  subject.  1 
move  that  we  adjourn. 

Senator  Husting:     I  second  the  motion. 

Motion  carried. 

Adjourned  until  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  February  26,  1909. 


758      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 


Two  O'clock  P.  M.,  February  26.  1909. 
Hearing  resumed. 
All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Examination  of  E.  A.  Edmonds  resumed. 

By  Senator  Ilusting : 

Q.  I  think  the  question  I  asked  you  was — your  experience  in 
politics  had  been  somewhat  limited.  That  was  your  testimony. 
was  it  not .' 

A.  I  don't  think  I  answered  the  question.  I.  think  it  was; 
simply  asked. 

Q.   Will  yon  answer  it  now  .' 

A.   It  has  been  limited. 

Q.  You  were  in  the  assembly  at  one  time,  were  you  not .' 

A.  In  1892. 

Q.  And  had  nothing  to  do  with  politics  in  the  meantime  .' 

A.  So  far  as  running  for  office  is  concerned,  never  since  that 
time. 

Q.  You  were  a  very  intimate  friend  of  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   You  were  an  intimate  friend  .' 

A.  Personal  friend. 

Q.  You  were  asked  to  manage  Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign  by 
reason  of  your  skill  as  a  business  man.' 

A.  Senator,  I  don  't  know. 

Q.  You  have  had  a  greal  deal  of  business;  you  say  you  were 
prominently  connected  with  a  number  of  manufacturing  insti- 
tutions .' 

A.  Yes.  sir:  largely  pulp  and  paper. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  business  institutions  you  were  asso- 
ciated with? 

A.  Kaukauna  Fibre  Company. 

Q.  You  are  president  of  that,  are  you? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  what  else? 

A.  The  Falls  Manufacturing  Company  at  Oconto  Falls.  For 
thirteen  years  I  was  manager  of  that  company  there.  I  am 
still  treasurer.  Wausau  Paper  Company,  Brokaw.  Rhine- 
lander  Paper  Company. 
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Q.  Well,  now.  as  an  experienced  business  man,  do  you  con- 
sider the  arrangement  you  had  a  good  business  arrangement,  in 
Tlic  way  of  keeping  accounts,  checking  accounts,  disbursing 
large  sums  of  money,  or  auditing  large  bills.' 

A.  T  think.  Senator,  in  no  sense  in  which  I  am  engaged,  or 
apt  to  be  engaged,  would  I  conduct  business  as  the  campaign 
was  conducted,  the  business  end  of  the  campaign  was  conducted 
at  Milwaukee. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  that  you  should  have  had— or,  didn't 
you  expect  when  you  took  charge  of  the  campaign,  that  you 
would  cheek-  the  expenditures  which  you  authorized  as  against 
the  fund,  to  show  just  exactly  what  responsibility  you  were 
taking  upon  yourself? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  I  don't  know  that  I  expressed  that  carefully, 
but  I  wanted  to  have  a  stated  sum  of  money  named,  which 
would  be  spent  in  the  campaign,  so  that  I  could  govern  my  ex- 
penditures: but  at  no  time  was  I  able  to  get  anyone  to  say 
such  an  amount  would  be  placed  at  my  disposal  to  expend  in 
The  campaign,  and  I  must  not  go  beyond  that.  That  is  one  of 
the  things  that  I  felt  was  essential  in  order  to  best  carry  on 
the  campaign. 

The  Chairman:  You  couldn't  get  anybody  to  say  that,  or 
could  .' 

A.  I  could  not.  Now.  I  do  not  want  to  make  the  statement 
that  F  continually  asked  for  that  limit  to  be  placed,  but  that 
was  my  idea  of  carrying  on  the  campaign,  the  same  as  a  busi- 
ness enterprise,  because  if  I  didn't  know  how  much  I  could 
spend  I  couldn't  arrange  the  expenditures  in  different  local- 
ities, and  in  the  different  manner  I  would  like  to  have  done. 

(x).  You  stated,  though,  that  you  did  adopt  the  system  that 
was  already  in  vogue  when  you  took  hold  of  it. 

A.  I  hardly  think  I  stated  that.  I  stated  that  1  did  not 
change  it,  I  think. 

Q.  Why  didn't  you  change  it.  and  apply  businesslike  meth- 
ods to  it  ? 

A.  1  think  largely  because  things  came  so  fast  when  I  got 
down  there,  and  I  was  so  unaccustomed  to  anything  of  that 
kind.  1  did  not  have  an  opportunity  to  take  up  anything  ex- 
cept the  thing  at  hand. 

Q.  What    talk    was   there    about    conducting   this    campaign 
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within  the  law,  or  anything  of  that  kind,  with  Mr.  Stephenson  ? 

Mr.  Ingalls:    I  think  that  subject  has  all  been  gone  over. 

Senator  Husting:  I  am  just  leading  up  to  something  else.  I 
am  not  going-  to  dwell  on  that.     I  am  getting  at  something. 

A.  My  statement  was.  I  believe,  that  I  recall  having  no  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Stephenson  in  regard  to  carrying  on  the 
campaign,  in  so  far  as  acting  in  acccordance  with  the  law,  ex- 
cept that  my  attention  was  called  to  the  expenditure  of  money 
to  candidates  for  the  legislature. 

Q.  Did  you  not  discover  that  during  the  progress  of  the 
campaign  money  was  being  paid  to  candidates  for  the  legisla- 
ture? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  discover  it  for  the  first  time  when  you  appeared 
here  as  a  witness  in  this  case  .' 

A.  I  didn't  think  any  money  was  paid  to  candidates,  for  their 
campaign  at  least. 

Q.  No;  but  money  was  paid  to  candidates? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Without  any  specific  instructions,  was  there  not .' 

A.  I  say:  I  know  nothing  about  the  arrangements  that  were 
made  with  any  candidate  to  whom  money  was  paid,  except  the 
two  candidates  I  have  named.  Kempf  and  Showers,  and  in  that 
case  each  had  definite  work  to  perform  in  the  line  of  their  busi- 
ness. 

Q.  You  are  aware  that  Mr.  Bancroft  was  given  money.' 

A.  I  stated  that  I  did  not  know  it  until  after  the  money  was 
given  him. 

O.  And  Mr.  Wellensgard? 

A.  I  didn't  know  arrangements  had  been  made  with  Mr.  Wel- 
lensgard. 

O.   Would  you  have  approved  it.  if  you  had  known  it? 

A.  That  is  problematical.  I  can  say.  in  view  of  my  idea  of  the 
matter.  I  would  not;  though  f  do  not  want  to  criticize  what  any- 
one else  did. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  pains  to  ascertain  just  what  the  law  did 
provide  in  the  way  of  keeping  accounts? 

A.  I  understood  in  a  general  way,  that  a  statement  was  to  be 
made,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not  know  that  statements  must  be  made  of  all  ac- 
counts over  $5  ? 
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A.  I  don't  believe  that  1  ever  read — 1  am  sure  I  didn't  ever 
read  the  statute. 

O.   But  were  you  informed  just  the  nature  of  the  statute: 

A.  I  think  I  had  a  general  idea  of  it,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  feel  that  you  were  conducting  this  campaign  so 
that  you  could  make  the  proper  statement? 

A.  Well,  from  the  record  Mr.  Sackett  was  keeping  when  I 
went  there,  I  assumed  that  was  being  done. 

O.  You  didn't  check  from  the  expenditures,  against  Mr.  Sac- 
kett, at  all:  you  would  audit  the  hills,  and  Mr.  Sackett  would  pay 
them,  but  you  never  compared  accounts  with  him,  to  see  whether 
they  would  correspond  or  not? 

A.  1  couldn't  compare  his  with  mine,  because  1  didn't  keep  any. 
It  all  went  through  his  hands. 

Q.  Why  didn't  you  keep  them? 

A.  1  imagine  as  good  an  answer  as  1  could  give  would  be  that 
he  was  keeping  it  and  I  did  not  consider  it  necessary  ;  and  I  did 
not  have  an  excess  of  time. 

Q.   You  were  not  devoting  all  your  time  to  the  compaign? 

A.   I  should  say  I  was. 

O.  You  were  ? 

A.  Yes,  except  Sundays. 

O.  Was  it  not  one  of  the  important  things  in  the  campaign  to 
keep  track  of  the  expenditures,  authorized  expenditures? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  T  would  hardly  think  it  necessary  to  keep  two. 
Where  a  competent  man  was  keeping  one,  I  think  it  would  be  un- 
necessary, and  it  would  take  up  a  great  deal  of  my  time. 

O.  He  was  not  keeping  your  account  ? 

A.  He  kept  mine;  all  the  amounts  that  were  expended,  every- 
thing passed  through  his  hands. 

Q-  Did  he  act  as  bookkeeper  for  you  ? 

A.  As  much  as  anyone.  Xo  one  else  did.  I  think  perhaps  I 
have  not  made  myself  plain  on  that.  All  items.  I  think  practically 
every  item  except  my  own  personal  checks,  the  items  of  expendi- 
ture, was  either  in  cash  or  a  cashier's  check,  or  draft;  and  Mr. 
Sackett  always,  I  think  in  ever)-  instance,  went  to  the  bank  to  get 
either  the  money  or  the  cashier's  check. 

Mr.  Bray:  O.  Under  that  system  how  could  you  be  sure  that 
you  would  not  both  pay  an  account  twice  ;  that  is.  each  of  you 
pay  the  same  amount,  perhaps? 
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A.  I  don't  think  that  Mr.  Sackett  paid  any  man  on  his  own 
authority,  any  man  with  whom  I  had  made  arrangement  to  con- 
duct the  campaign,  or  do  work. 

Mr.   Bray:  O.  Was  that  the  understanding? 

A.   I  don't  know  that  we  ever  talked  the  matter  over. 

By  Senator  Husting : 

0.  You  have  nothing  then  to  show  Mr.  Stephenson  or  any 
other  person,  a  complete  record  of  your  administration  as  chair- 
man? 

A.  Nothing  at  all,  Senator;  nor  haw  I  had  at  any  time.  I  con- 
sidered that  Mr.  Sackett  who  was  in  the  office  at  the  time,  and 
who  was  very  close  to  Senator  Stephenson,  in  making  his  report 
would  exonerate  me:  everything  having  passed  through  him  there 
would  be  nothing  attached  to  me  that  would  not  be  entirely  proper. 

Q.  Didn't  you  expect  Air.  Stephenson  would  ask  an  account  of 
your  stewardship  when  you  got  through  with  the  campaign? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  even  considered  or  thought  of  that  mat- 
ter, except  in  knowing  that  Mr.  Sackett  kept  the  account,  and  I 
knew  that  he  would  be  satisfied  with  them;  if  not.  lie  would  go 
after  me. 

O.  Did  you  keep  in  touch  with  Mr.  Stephenson  during  the 
campaign  at  all  ? 

A.  I  think  I  might  say.  yes  ;  either  by  'phone  or  I  saw  him  once 
or  twice.  Not  as  close  as  I  should  have  liked.  I  think  most  of 
the  correspondence,  or  most  of  the  telephoning,  was  between 
him  and  Mr.  Puelicher,  or  possibly  Mr.  Sackett. 

0.  In  communicating  with  him,  either  by  telephone  or  by  mail. 
did  you  advise  him  as  to  the  progress  of  the  campaign  and  what 
you  were  doing,  and  who  you  were  employing?1  I  mean,  in  im- 
portant things;  not  little  petty  things,  but  more  or  less  important 
things ;  for  instance,  like  Mr.  Stone  ? 

A.  Well,  I  am  not  sure  that  I  ever  communicated  with  Mr. 
Stephenson  after  the  arrangement  was  made. 

Q-  On  any  point? 

A.  I  refer  particularly  to  the  one  that  you  referred  to.  But 
I  do  think  that  in  talking  with  him  by  'phone  that  I  went  over 
matters  T  considered  important,  which  I  have  not  in  mind  particu- 
larly now. 

Q.  You  went  over  matters  more  or  less  in  detail  with  him? 
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A.  No,  i  rather  think  not,  Senator.  It  you  know  Senator 
-Stephenson,  when  you  are  talking  with  him  he  does  the  talking- 
very  largely,  and  you  don't  want  to  make  the  conversation  too 
long  over  the  'phone. 

Q.  When  you  did  talk  did  he  direct  you  who  to  see.  and  for 
what  purpose  to  see  them? 

A.  I  should  say  not,  generally;  though  undoubtedly,  and  1  am 
sure  he  did  at  times,  give  me  the  names  of  men  whom  he  thi 
were  friendly  to  him,  in  different  localities. 

O.  Was  he  informed,  to  a  certain  extent,  of  what  was  being 
done  for  him  ? 

A.    Xo,  sir,   I  should  say  not. 

O.  He  was,  to  the  extent  you  just  stated? 

A.  Yes.  in  that  degree. 

O.  You  stated  before,  in  regard  to  that  matter  with  Mr.  Stone, 
that  under  the  circumstances  you  thought  you  were  justified  in 
paying  Mr.  Stone  $2,500? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  the  circumstances?  I  think  you  were  inter- 
rupted at  some  point. 

A.   I  think  that  ordinarily — Perhaps  that  is  best  said — 

Mr.  Ingalls:      (interrupting)      That  has  been  gone  over. 

Senator  Husting:   Xo,  it  has  not;  not  this. 

A.  The  $2,500  amount  I  think  was  the  largest  amount  ever  paid 
at  one  time  to  anyone,  as  T  recollect  it ;  and  the  reason  1  paid  that 
was,  as  I  stated  the  other  day.  on  instructions  from  Mr.  Steph- 
enson to  make  arrangements  with  Mr.  Stone.  Now.  just  what 
his  statement  to  me  was  I  don't  remember  except  that  he  had 
confidence  in  Mr.  Stone;  that  Mr.  Stone  was  friendly  to  him. 
and  wanted  to  assist  him. 

Q-  From  what  Mr.  Stephenson  told  you  did  you  infer  that  he 
talked  to  Mr.  Stone  about  this  matter? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  left  Milwaukee  in  September,  win-  did  you  leave 
the  office  without  settling  up  with  somebody? 

A.  I  didn't  have  anything  to  settle  up.  That  is,  the  only  thing 
that  I  had  in  my  possession  that  I  did  not  leave  was  my  check 
book  on  the  other  bank,  about  which  Mr.  Sackett,  if  he  knew  any- 
thing  about  it,  at  least  had  nothing  to  do,  because  those  check's 
were  drawn  bv  me  alone. 
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Q.  Did  you  have  anything-  to  finish  up  in  the  payment  of  other 
bills? 

A.  Xo.  I  stayed  there  two  or  three  days.  I  think  the  third  day 
I  left ;  and  anything  that  was  brought  to  my  attention  I  attended 
to.  I  then  felt  that  my  work  was  done,  and  was  very  glad  to  get 
away. 

O.  You  did  state  that  you  advised  Mr.  Stephenson  to  make  a 
statement  along  about  the  middle  of  that  month? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  say  "about  the  middle  of  the  month."  I  don't 
remember  just  the  time  the  other  candidates  made  it,  but  about 
that  time  i  thought  it  would  be  advisable  to  make  it. 

Q.  I  didn't  understand  what  he  replied,  whether  lie  was  un- 
willing? 

A.  No,  sir,  my  recollection  is  that  his  statement  was  not  ready- 
I  think  that  was  his  statement,  and  as  soon  as  possible  he  would 
get  it  ready. 

Q.    But  it  was  never  done,  to  your  knowledge,  at  that  time? 

A:   Xo,  sir. 

O.  Are  you  prepared  to  state,  from  your  knowledge,  directly 
or  indirect  y.  whether  or  not  the  statement  as  turned  in  here  com- 
prises all  the  money  paid  out  by  Senator  Stephenson  in  the  cam- 
paign ? 

A.  I  believe.  Senator,  that  there  is  not  an  item  of  expenditure 
made  by  Senator  Stephenson  that  is  rot  included  in  the  statement ; 
by  Senator  Stephenson  or  any  of  his  managers,  from  any  money 
furnished  by  him. 

O.  1  don't  think  that  is  quite  responsive  to  the  question.  The 
question  was  whether  you  are  able  to  state  upon  your  oath 
whether  Senator  Stephenson — whether  the  account  filed  here  com- 
prises the  entire  amount  expended  by  Mr.  Stephenson  in  the  pri- 
mary compaign  ? 

A.  I  intended  to  answer  that  question  in  the  affirmative,  and 
say  that  I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  a  <  ingle  item  left  out ;  that 
that  comprises  every  cent  that  was  paid  during  the  campaign. 

O.  You  don't  think  there  was  any  other  checking  account,  like 
in  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank,  in  any  other  bank  in  the  state? 

A.  XV),  sir,  I  believe  not. 

Q.   If  there  was  you  have  no  knowledge  of  it? 

A.  I  have  not. 

O.  Directly  or  indirectly  ? 
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A.  Directly  or  indirectly. 

Q.  Did  yon  have  any  particular  arrangement  with  Riordan  and 

Perrin  ? 

A.  Xo  particular  arrangement,  except  that  1  asked  them  to  take 
charge  of  the  localities  I  mentioned. 

Q.  Von  say  "take  charge."*  Did  yon  say  anything  further,  ex- 
cept for  them  to  take  charge  ? 

A.  Xo.  sir.  I  know  Mr.  Riordan  and  Mr.  Perrin  as  having 
been  connected  with  politics  for  some  time,  and  I  felt  that  they 
were  much  better  able  to  judge  by  what  was  said  in  those  locali- 
ties than  1  would  he. 

Q.    In  other  words,  they  had  a  free  swing? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.   Do  von  know  what  they  did? 

A.   Xo,  I  do  not. 

O.  Why  didn't  yon  require  an  accounting  from  your  county 
managers,  as  to  what  they  did  .J 

A.  One  reason  is,  it  never  occurred  to  me.  I  never  did  ask 
them  to  account.  During  the  campaign,  of  course.  1  would  not, 
dtecause  I  was  busy  and  their  work  was  not  completed  until  after 
the  primary  ;  and  afterward,  I  assure  yon.  I  was  glad  to  get  home. 
and  be  rid  of  the  work,  and  I  didn't  do  it. 

O.  As  a  business  man,  when  yon  made  the  arrangements  first 
with  them  didn't  it  occur  to  yon  to  ask  them  to  make  an  account 
to  yon  of  what  they  did  with  the  money  after  the  campaign  was 
over  ? 

A.  Xo,  sir,  I  think  that  in  instances  where  I  gave  money  to  men 
in  any  amount,  that  I  had  enough  confidence  in  them,  to  entrust 
that  money  in  their  charge,  to  take  care  of,  and  do  the  best  they 
could  with  it. 

Q.   Mr.  Perrin  had  over  $5000,  I  believe,  in  all? 

A.   I  don't  remember  the  amount.      I  think  the  largest  amount. 

O.  And  yon  had  faith  in  Mr.  Perrin  to  the  extent  that  yon 
never  inquired  as  to  whether  he  spent  it  all,  or  only  a  part,  or 
where  he  spent  it? 

A.  I  think  T  have  never  seen  Mr.  Perrin  since  the  campaign, 
and  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  even  had  a  letter  from  him. 

O.  As  a  business  man  and  paper  manufacturer,  have  you  ever 
had  the  same  faith  in  any  of  your  subordinates,  so  that  yon  never 
inquired  a>  to  how  they  expended  the  money  of  your  firm? 

A.   I  have  employed  men  to  travel   for  me,  for  instance,  who 
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have  received  salaries  as  high  as  $5,000,  and  I  confess  that  as  a 
business  man  1  never  did  look  into  their  accounts,  or  ask  them  to 
make  an  itemized  statement  to  me.  If  I  have  not  confidence 
enough  in  the  man  to  think  that  he  would  not  cheat  me  by  put- 
ting in  items  that  he  ought  not  to,  I  would  not  have  hired  him ;  I 
would  not  have  entrusted  him  with  anything. 

Q.  You  are  speaking  of  salaries  ? 

A.  No,  in  his  expense  account,  for  instance. 

O.  Would  his  expenses  run  up  to  $5000  a  year  ? 

A.   No ;  I  say  a  man  who  is  receiving  as  high  as  $5,000. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  of  money  given  to  your  subordinates  to  spend 
for  you,  or  in  your  business ;  not  in  the  way  of  expense ;  whether 
you  did  business  in  that  way  in  your  manufacturing  concern,  that 
you  did  not  require  an  account  from  all  the  officers  entrusted  with 
money  in  your  firms  ? 

A.  I  confess,  possibly  that  1  have  too  much  faith  in  men  ;  but 
if  I  gave  a  man  $5000  to  do  some  particular  work  for  me,  and  he 
came  back  and  reported  that  the  work  was  done,  and  the  money 
had  been  spent,  I  don't  believe  that  even  in  business  I  would  go 
and  check  up  to  find  out. 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  you  that  question.  I  asked  you  whether 
you  ever  did  that  in  your  business  as  a  paper  manufacturer? 

A.  I  don't  recall  any  instance  now. 

Q.  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  in  the  operation  of  your  business  you  re- 
quire an  account,  to  the  cent,  from  all  men  in  your  service,  in  your 
branch  establishments,  if  you  have  them,  as  to  in  what  manner 
they  conducted  your  business? 

A.  I  think  that  when  a  man  in  my  employ  is  given  any  sum  of 
money — 

O.  (Interrupting)  You  are  not  answering  the  question,  I  ask 
you  whether  you  ever  did. 

A.  I  stated  that  I  did  not  recall  any  instance. 

Q.  Was  it  net  your  business  method  in  your  paper  manufac- 
turing business  to  require  either  monthly  or  weekly  or  annual  ac- 
counting from  every  man  in  your  service  that  is  entrusted  with 
the  expenditures  of  moneys  in  your  behalf  for  the  firm  ;  especially 
when  it  amounts  to  sums  up  to  $5,000  or  upwards? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  have  any  instances  of  that  kind  in  my 
-business. 

Q.  Would  you  consider  it  good  business  practice  to  do  that,  as. 
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a  general  proposition,  to  run  a  paper  manufacturing  concern  as 
you  ran  this  campaign? 

A.  Xo,  I  think  I  stated  I  would  be  very  much  more  careful  of 
all  expenditures  in  a  business  campaign  than  I  was  in  this.  May 
I  ask  that  that  last  answer  he  read? 

(Answer  read  hy  the  stenographer.  ) 

The  Witness:  (continuing  answer)  To  receive  a  report  of  all 
expenditures,  than  I  was  in  this  political  campaign. 

0.  Was  it  because  you  didn't  want  to  know,  or  because  of  the 
faith  you  had  in  these  men? 

A.  Well,  perhaps  because  I  was — I  felt  that  so  far  as  expend- 
itures were  concerned,  and  the  account  that  was  being-  kept,  it  was 
being  kept  by  a  friend  of  Senator  Stephenson  who  would  report 
to  him,  and  I  would  be  free  of  any  thought  of  doing  wrong. 

Q.  That  was  true  as  to  moneys  you  paid  out  in  lump  sums  to 
other  men.  I  speak  of  the  reports  of  these  men  like  Riordan  and 
Perrin.  and  all  these  men  who  had  amounts  ranging  from  a  thous- 
and dollars  upwards  ;  as  to  whether  accounts  were  not  to  be  de- 
manded of  them? 

A.  I  don't  know,  Senator,  but  what  your  idea  of  getting  those 
reports  would  have  been  the  very  best  that  could  have  been  de- 
vised. That  perhaps  they  should  have  been  asked  for  a  report 
and  a  statement  of  how  they  expended  it ;  but  I  didn't  do  that, 
possibly  and  quite  likely  because  of  my  inexperience  in  a  com- 
paign. 

Q.  You  were  inexperienced  in  politics,  but  you  were  experi- 
enced in  business,  were  you  not? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Your  duty  was  largely  to  run  the  business? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  you  were  retained  by  Mr.  Stephenson  particularlv  with 
reference  to  your  business  ability  ? 

A.  Of  course  I  don't  know. 

O.  You  admit  you  had  no  political  experience  ? 

A.  May  I  explain  the  possible  reason  for  Mr.  Stephenson's  hir- 
ing me,  or  asking  me — I  want  to  correct  that  statement  as  to 
''hiring — 

O.  Retaining? 

A.  Yes,  that  is  a  better  word.  T  want  to  emphasize  the  state- 
ment that  no  money  was  paid  to  me  at  any  time  nor  do  I  ever  ex- 
pect any  for  anything  I  did  for  Mr.  Stephenson.     I  used  to  live  in 
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Oconto  county,  which  county  adjoins  Marinette  where  Senator 
Stepi.enscn  lives;  and  during  the  campaigns  of  1900  and  1902  I 
was  very  active  in  Mr.  La  Follette's  interests,  and  I  was  perhaps 
given  credit  for  doing  a  great  deal  more  for  him  than  I  deserved. 
In  any  case  he  carried  the  counties  in  both  years,  and  Senator 
Stephenson  knew  of  it.  Perhaps  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  why 
he  thought  I  could  manage  his  campaign. 

Q.  You  mean  you  aided  La  Follette  politically  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Managed  his  campaign  in  those  counties  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Then  you  did  have  some  experience? 

A.  Yes ;  in  answering  the  question  a  few  moments  ago  I  said  I 
hadn't  any  further  experience  in  seeking  office  except  in  that  one 
of  1892. 

0.  You  were  not  seeking  office  in  this  campaign? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  testified  here  that  you  divided  the  state  into  depart- 
ments, did  you  not  ? 

A.   No.  I  hardly  think  that  was  the  way  I  put  it. 

Q.  I  think  it  is  the  way  you  put  it.  I  will  ask  you  whether  you 
didn't  say  that  you  engaged  Mr.  Riordan  and  Mr.  Perrin,  and 
they  were  supposed  to  be  responsible,  each  for  his  department? 

A.  I  think  perhaps  the  word  department  was  used  in  connec- 
tion with  my  explanation  of  how  I  would  conduct  a  business  ;  and 
in  running"  a  state  campaign  I  thought  it  would  be  necessary  to 
divide  up  the  territory  into  small  units,  and  let  someone  manage 
that  locality,  that  is  what  I  intended. 

Q.  Tell  us  in  what  manner  you  divided  the  state  up  into  dis- 
tricts and  departments  ? 

A.  As  much  as  possible  into  counties. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  system  in  dividing  up  the  state  and  en- 
gaging men  to  look  out  for  a  particular  district  .' 

A.  Yes.  ]  ¥^".1j 

Q.  Tell  us  just  how  you  divided  it  up,  and  who  were  at  the 
head  of  each  of  these  departments? 

A.  Well,  some  man  in  each  county. 

Q.  Mr.  Riordan.  and  Perm — 

A.    (interrupting)      They   had   more  than   a   county. 

Q.  Did  you  in  some  instance  divide  it  up  with  reference  to 
assemblv  or  senate  districts  ? 
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A.  I  don't  think  in  any  instance  that  thai  was  done.  L  think 
in  every  instance  either  a  county  or  more  than   a  county. 

<v>.  I  think  you  testified  to  one  instance  at  Least  where  yon 
engaged  some  one  to  look  out   for  a  certain  senatorial   district. 

A.  ().  well.  I  think  that  came  in  my  first  statement  in  regard 
to  Senator  Riordan.  lie  used  to  represent  a  senatorial  district 
comprising  Oneida  county  and  Rhinelander,  where  !  formerly 
lived,  and   f  knew  of  his  ability  as  an  organizer. 

Q.   And  yon  assigned  his  whole  senatorial  district  to  him? 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

(v).   What  did  you  assign  to  .Air.   Perin  .' 

A.    I    think  there   were   four  counties,   as   I   stated  yesterday. 

<^>.  Do  they  comprise  an  assembly  district  or  a  senatorial  dis- 
trict .' 

A.  Xo. 

Q.  His  territory  was  not  organized  along  the  lines  of  sena- 
torial (>]•  assembly  dist  ricts  .' 

A.     No    si i*. 

Q.  Did  you  have,  in  any  other  instance,  a  department  divided 
into  an  assembly  or  senate  district  .' 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  others;  and  this  one  mainly  "because 
I  knew  of  the  conditions  in  that  locality,  and  it  was  one  of  the 
first.   1   think,  that   I  arranged  for. 

Q.  Then  you  had  no  particular-  system  in  constructing  your 
departments  other  than  along  county  lines' 

A.  I  think  not;  and  1  want  to  confess  that  the  lack  of  sys- 
tem was  a  matter  I  regretted  all  through  the  campaign ;  that  I 
did  not  know  better  how  to  do  things  and  how  to  go  at  it. 

Q.  I  thought  you  stated  a  little  while  ago  that  the  proper  wax- 
to  go  at   it  was  to  divide  the  state   into  districts? 

A.  Yes.  counties. 

Q.   You  didn't   follow  that   up? 

A.  As  nearly  as  1   could. 

Q.   Give  us  an   idea   in   what  way  .' 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  other  instance  where  it  was  not 
divided   into   counties. 

Q.  You  say  each  was  responsible  for  his  department.  What 
do  you  mean  by  that  .' 

A.  T  think  you  are   confusing  the  statement   I   made   again. 

49 
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In  speaking  of  departments-,  I   was  explaining  my  business,  and 
divided  my  business  into  departments. 

Q.  I  will  call  if  territories  or  districts.  Then  by  saying  that 
Riordan  and  Perin — that  you  gave  them  the  money  and  in- 
structed them  that  they  were  to  be  held  responsible  for  their 
district,  or  something  of  that  kind,  what  did  yon  mean  by  that? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  used  the  term  ''being  held  respon- 
sible," Imt  they  were  put  in  charge  of  that  territory.  My  idea, 
was  to  have  them  organize  it  as  fully  as  th-y  thoughl  necessary 
in  order  to  get  as  large  a  vote  in  that  locality  for  Senator 
Slcpliciisi.il    as    possible. 

Q.    And   the    responsibility    was   placed   upon   them.' 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  "To  make  good  .'  " 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

<^>.   That   was  about   all   the   instructions  that   they   had.' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Now.  yon  spoke  of  Mr.  Hulberl  being  one  of  the  scouts 
you  had  engaged  .' 

A.  I  think'  1  apologized  afterwards  for  having  used  the  term. 
1  think-  that  was  hardly  fair  to  him. 

Q.  What  I  wanted  to  know  is  whether  yon  went  into  that 
largely  in  the  campaign,  getting  men  to  go  out  and  gel  you  in- 
formation '. 

A.   Xo.  sir,    I    don't   recollect    any   other   particular  instances. 

Q.  Yon  stated  that  Mr.  Stone  told  yon  that  the  game  wardens 
were  not    permitted  to  do  any  work  in  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  under   the  civil   service   rules 

<l  Did  Mr.  Stone  tell  you  that  he  thought  that  he.  as  an  of- 
ficer of  the  state,  had  no  right  to  devote  his  time  to  the  cam- 
paign ? 

A.   Xo.    I    don't   think  that   was  discussed. 

Q.  Didn't  it  occur  to  you  that  it  might  be  improper  for  Air. 
Spun-  to  disburse  funds  and  handle  them  in  these  districts  for 
von  .' 

A.  1  am  afraid  it  did  not  occur  to  me.  I  was  glad  to  have 
his  services,  and  glad  to  have  him  work. 

Q.  Glad  to  have  his  work.  You  didn't  think  anything  about 
the   propriety  or  impropriety  at   the  time? 

A.  I  am  afraid  not. 
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<^.  State,  now  thai  the  question  is  asked  you,  whether  you 
still  endorse  and  sanction  that  transaction? 

A.   1  should  not  Like  to  be  asked  to  criticise  my  own  actions. 

Q.  1  was  asking  you  whether  you  wish  to  endorse  that  part 
of  the  campaign  now  .' 

A.  1  am  inclined  to  think  that,  without  criticising  anyone, 
'if  I  were  a  state  officer,  that  I  should  hesitate  about  entering 
into  a  campaign  for  someone  else. 

Q.  Would  that  apply  also  to  the  transaction  with  Mr.  Dres- 
ser .' 

A.  h  depends,  of  course,  in  both  of  these  instances,  whether 
their  whole  time  is  given  to  the  work  of  the  state,  or  whether 
it  requires  only  a  portion. 

<v>.  Don't  you  understand  that  Mr.  Dresser — I  think  he  is 
president   of  the   Board  of  Control,  is  he  not? 

A.    I   think'  he  is.      I   don't  think  he  was  a1   the  time. 

Q.  Don't  you  understand  his  entire  time  is  devoted  to.  tfte- 
state's  service  .' 

A.  Why.  I  didn't  suppose  thai  the  members  of  the  Board  .of 
Control  were  required  to  give  their  whole  time.  I  don't  Chink 
so  now.  though  it  may  be. 

Q.  He  is  paid  something  Like  $2  000  a  year? 

(No  answer.) 

Q.  Did  you  engage  Mr.   Dresser  in  this  matter.' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I'nder  the  same  circumstances  that  you  engaged  Mr. 
Stone  .' 

A.  No,  sir.  I  will  say  for  Mr.  Dresser  that  my  understand- 
ing was  perhaps  a  little  more  complete  with  him  than  with  Mr. 
Stone.  He  told  me  thai  he  would  turn  1  his  money  over  to  cer- 
tain men.  and  I  think  he  named  perhaps  one  in  each  county, 
at  least,  he  named  one  or  two.  I  remember.  I  remember  a  man 
by  the  name  of  Hetting  or  Heittinsr.  and  another  man  Try  the 
name  of  Anderson  ;  and  I  think  it  was  understood  that  some- 
thing like  $300  was  to  he  put  into  something  like  six  different 
counties. 

<v>.  Why  didn't  you  have  him  recommend  to  you  these  men  to 
whom  the  money  was  to  be  paid,  and  then  have  it  checked 
directly  from  them  to  the  State  Centra]  Committee.' 

A.  T  am   inclined  to  think — we  had  the  talk — T   was  always 
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very  busy  during  the  campaign,  and  I  was  glad  when  a  matter 
came  up  that  covered  certain  territory  to  get  rid  of  that  par- 
ticular matter  as  quickly  as  possible,  so  as  to  go  to  some  other 
part  of  the  state  and  work;  and  when  this  arrangement  was 
made,  and  he  said  that  he  would  take  this  money,  at  that  tune 
I  gladly  availed  myself  of  the  opportunity  to  have  those  coun- 
ties taken  care  of. 

.Mr.  Ilyzer:  (to  the  reporter)  Will  you  read  that  last  question. 

(  Last  question  read.) 

Senator  Husting:      I    meant,   the   state   campaign   committee. 

Witness:  Yes.  I  want  to  correct  that,  of  course,  because  my 
answer  referred  not  to  the  state  central  committee. 

Q.  Wouldn't  it  have  been  much  simpler,  in  your  entire  cam- 
paign, to  have  had  a  deposit  in  the  bank,  and  someone  author- 
ized to  draw  ;ill  .checks  on  the  deposit  in  the  hank,  and  check 
the  sums  directly  to  the  people  who  were  receiving  the  same? 

Mr.   Ingalls:     That  has  all   been   gone  over. 

Senator  Husting:      I   am  asking  .Mi-.  Edmonds'  opinion. 

(Question  read.) 

A.  Looking  at  it  now.  T  don't  know  but  what  it  would,  and 
probably  just  as  well. 

(v).  Can  yon   give   any   reason   why  this  was   done? 

A.  As  I  stated  yesterday,  it  was  very  agreeable  to  me.  be- 
cause someone  who  was  close  to  Senator  Stephenson,  and  who 
knew  his  business  methods,  would  go  over  these  accounts,  and 
would  protect  me. 

Q.  That  was  as  far  as  yon  were  personally  concerned;  but 
the  question  I  wanted  to  ask  you  was  whether  this  whole  sys- 
tem of  banking,  and  paying  money  into  the  bank  through  the 
hands  of  half  a  dozen  or  more  persons,  and  then  back  into  the 
hank,  and  finally  checking  out  with  certified  checks — why  that 
was  done,  and  why  the  money  was  not  paid  out  in  a  more 
simple  and   direct   way?     Can  you  give   any  answer  for  that? 

A.  Of  course  I  don't  know  what  Senator  Stephenson's  idea 
was.     I  assume  that  was  his  idea,  and  not  mine. 

Q.  Now.  you  testified  in  answer  to  a  question  about  news- 
papers, that  you  did  not  think  it  would  affect  their  editorial 
columns.  I  want  to  ask  you  this  question,  whether  sums  of 
money  far  in  excess  of  regular  rates  paid  for  advertising,  would 
not  or  might  not  affect  the  editorial  policy  of  a  paper? 
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A.    I   don 't   know. 

Q.  As  I  understand  the  entire  system — to  gel  this  in  a  com- 
prehensive way— in  the  entire  campaign  Mr.  Stephenson  did 
not  ask  for,  nor  receive  any  report  from  any  of  those  directly 
engaged  by  him;  nor  did  they,  in  turn,  ever  ask  or  receive  any 
statement  of  moneys  expended  by  those  next  below  them,  nor 
did  those  who  were  paid  large  sums  of  money  gel  or  receive  or 
ask  for  any  account  of  their  expenditures? 

A.  Well,  that  is  a  little  complicated,  because  I  don't  know 
hut  what  Senator  Stephenson  did  ask  and  receive  from  some 
others  a  statement;  hut  he  did  not  from  me. 

<v>.    I   mean  so  far  as  you  know.' 

A.  So  far  as  I   know. 

Q.  No  reports  were  requested  by  anybody  from  anybody  in 
the  entire  campaign  .' 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Of  expenditures  of  money? 

Q.    (continued)  Of  expenditures  of  money? 

A.  No.  sir;  I  should  say  that  statement  was  fair,  in  a  general 
way. 

Q.  Why  did  you  mail  the  statement  of  Mr.  Stephenson  to 
Mi-.  Frear  instead  of  taking  it  to  the  secretary  of  state's  office 
yourself .' 

A.  When  the  statement  was  made,  and  was  sent  to  me.  I  no- 
ticed -Or.  when  it  was  sent  to  me.  and  I  received  it.  I  noticed 
that  there  was  a  discrepancy  between  the  amount  that  Mr. 
Stephenson  said  that  he  had  expended,  that  he  had  furnished 
to  three  or  four  of  us.  and  the  amount  that  was  reported  as 
expended;  and  I  did  not  tile  it  immediately  because  I  didn't 
like  that.  I  didn't  think  that  was  fair  to  the  rest  of  us;  those 
who  had  received  the  money;  I  thought  the  money  should  have 
been — Inasmuch  as  there  was  a  discrepancy  he  should  have 
stated  that  he  received  this  money  in  return. 

Mr.  Hyzer:    What  do  you  mean  by  "discrepancy  .'" 

A.  I  think  that  is  wrong.  There  Avas  a  difference  between 
the  amount  of  money  as  shown  on  that  statement  having  been 
sent  to  four  or  five  of  us — 

Mr.  Hyzer:    You  mean  the  balance? 

A.  (Continued) — and  the  amount  reported  on  there  as  hav- 
ing been  expended. 

Q.  How  did  this  help  matters  any,  by  sending  it  to  Mr, 
Frear  ? 
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A.  I  was  here.  That  statement  was  mailed  to  me  here,  and  I 
thought  that  there  should  be  an  addition  made.  I  took  the 
statement  with  me  when  I  went  home,  intending  to  take  the 
matter  up  with  Senator  Stephenson,  or  with  someone,  and  have 
that  corrected;  and  when  I  got  home  I  was  busy,  and  other 
matters  came  up,  and  it  ran  along  for  over  twenty-four  hours 
and  J  had  not  attended  to  it.  and  finally  I  looked  it  over  again 
and  sent  it  down  to  the  secretary  of  state  without  having  done 
a  thing. 

Q.  So  that  matter  hasn't  ever  been  cleared  up.  as  to  this  dif- 
ference f 

A.  No.  There  was  no  difference  in  Senator  Stephenson's 
mind,  and  there  wasn't  any  difference,  in  fact,  between  what 
he  understood  and  what  we  understood  as  to  what  became  of 
that  balance.  I  think  that  he  received  it  all.  at  any  rate,  he 
did  the  part  that  I  was  accountable  for.  and  I  assume  that  he 
was  entirely  satisfied.  I  wanted  that  stated  on  that  statement, 
so  that  people  in  reading  it  would  have  a  clear  understanding. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Von  refer  to  the  balance  on  hand,  as  shown  by 
the  account  filed  .' 

Mr.  Bray:  You  refer  to  the  difference  between  the  total 
amount  handed  you  and-  the  other  managers,  and  the  total 
amount  down  as  spent? 

A.  Yes.  sir:  something  like  $3,500.  But  the  trouble  is  that 
that  statement  did  not  say  it  was  a  balance  on  hand.  It  might 
lead  anyone  to  suppose,  for  instance,  that  Mr.  Puelicher,  Mr. 
Saekett  and  some  of  the  rest  of  us  had  that. money  in  our  pos- 
session, and  we  did  not  have  it.  and  I  did  not  like  the  appear- 
ance. 

Q.  If  yon  haven't  got  it.  where  is  it.' 

A.  As  I  say.  it  was  returned  to  him,  and  he  has  it.  and  it 
should  have  been  stated.  I  thought. 

Q.  Is  it  stated  now  .' 

A.  On  the  statement.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Ingalls :     It  is  in  these  accounts. 

*Q.  Mr.  Stephenson  claims  he  put  $111,000  in  your  hands — in 
the  hands  of  the  bank  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir.  and  he  says  he  put  $5,000  in  my  hands.  That 
was  put  into  the  National  Exchange  bank.  lie  did.  but  I  re- 
turned to  him  $455  and  some  cents,  as  I  recollect  the  amount, 
and  I  thought  that  ought  to  show,  because  that  was  the  amount 
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1  did  not  expend.  As  long  as  be  put  in  the  whole  $.">.()()(>  he 
gave  to  me,  I  thought  he  should  give  me  credil  for  the  other, 
and  it  should  show  on  that  statement.  I  know  he  did  give  me 
credit  for  it  in  his  mind,  and  in  thinking  the  matter  over,— 

Q.  lie  gave  you  credit  where,  in  his  mind  '. 

A.  At  any  rate,  he  got  the  money.  I  say,  this  has  never 
been  accounted  tor  on  the  statement. 

Q.  The  statement  appears  to  show  the  expenditure  of  only 
$107,000? 

A.  Which  is  the  exact  amount  expended,  yes,  sir;  no  the 
•till. 000.  In  other  words,  he  put  in  Mr.  Puelicher's  hands  and 
mine,  and  the  other  gentlemen,  this  total  amount  of  $111,000. 
Now.  somebody  has  that  $3,500,  and  that  is  what  I  wanted 
cleared  up  on  the  statement.  I  wanted  the  statement  to  show 
that  I  returned  him  the  $500,  or  approximately  that:  and  I  as- 
sume the  other  men  who  had  returned  part  would  want  that 
accounted  for  as  well. 

Q.  That  is  the  point  I  am  trying  to  get  at;  who  has  got  that 
thirty-five  hundred,  and  how  did  you  arrive  at  that .' 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Mr.  Puelicher  says  that  he  has  it.  to  Mr.  Steph- 
enson' credit. 

Q.  That  doesn't  appear  on  the  statement  now,  does  it.' 

A.  Xo.  You  see  my  account  is  accounted  for  by  the  stub  of 
my  check  book",  showing  that  I  sent  it  back. 

C^.  Why  doesn't  Senator  Stephenson  make  his  statement  to 
conform  to  the  tacts  .' 

A.  It  conforms  to  the  fact  in  so  tar  as  it  says  that  is  the 
amount  he  turned  over;  and  it  does  not  go  far  enough,  because 
it  docs  not  say  what  we  returned  to  him  ;  and  that  is  the 
thing  I  wanted. 

Q.   I  was  trying  t<>  get  at  why  that  was.' 

A.   I  really  don  't  know. 

(^.    Did  Mr.  Stephenson  refuse  to  make  the  statement  .' 

A.  Xo,  sir;  I  never  took  it  up  with  him.  I  let  it  go  because 
I  thought  the  statement  ought  to  be  tiled  at  that  time  without 
delay  on  my  part. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  You  didn't  call  Senator  Stephenson's  at- 
tention to  it.  then  .' 

Mr.  Bray:  I  was  eating  breakfast  with  .Mr.  Edmonds  when 
he  received  the  statement  by  mail.  He  opened  the  envelope. 
I  think  it  was  registered. 
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Mr.  Edmonds:    Special  delivery. 

Mr.  Bray:  He  took  out  the  statement  before  me;  we  sat  to- 
gether, and  as  I  remember  there  was  oothing  in  the  envelope 
but  the  statement,  lie  looked  at  it  a  minute,  and  handed  it  to 
me.  and  I  pointed  out  to  him— I  think  I  am  correct  in  saying — 
the  fact  that  the  statement  showed  about  $111,000  paid  to  them, 
and  about  $107,000  spent,  but  did  not  show  what  became  of  the 
difference.  He  then  took  the  statement  and  said  that  that  was 
true.  I  called  his  attention  to  it.  and  he  thought  that  ought  to 
be  fixed.  Further  than  that  I  don't  know,  except  that  I  under- 
stand he  took  it  away  with  him.  and  afterwards  sent  it  here. 

Senator  Husting:  The  statement  should  have  shown  that 
there  were  certified  checks,  or  a  deposit  account,  or  something, 
in  Marshall  &  Ilsley's  bank',  lor  the  amount.' 

A.  Yes.  My  idea  would  lie  that  added  to  those  amounts,  in 
order  to  make  up  that  balance,  he  should  have  said  that  of  the 
$5,000  he  sent  me  I  returned  him  $45."):  and  the  balance  either 
had  been  returned,  or  was  put  to  his  credit  in  the  bank,  which 
would  have  made  it  more  (dear. 

Q.  Wasn't  thai  a  sufficiently  large  amoiinl  to  attract  the  at- 
tention <d  the  gentlemen  who  made  up  the  account.'  I  think 
Mi\  Stephenson  stated  on  his  examination  here  that  he  didn't 
know  what  had  become  of  that  $3,000 

Mr.  Bray:  This  is  a  mistake  against  him.  It  is  a  mistake  in 
filing  too  big  an  expense  account. 

Senator  Husting:  Yes.  but  he  ought  to  be  willing  to  ac- 
knowledge it.  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is  where  this  money 
is.  and  how  it  came  there. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  think  "trying  to  get  at"  is  a  very  good  state- 
ment. Senator. 

Senator  Husting:    Yes.  that  is  the  way  I  see  it. 

The  Chairman:  There  is  part  of  it  I  didn't  understand,  and 
while  I  have  it  in  mind  I  would  like  to  ask. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  the  reason  why  you  didn't 
file  the  statement  earlier  was  that  some  amount  had  not  been 
credited  to  you.  which  had  not  been  spent.  Am  I  right  about 
that  .' 

A.  Yes.  that  was  about  two  days.   I  think". 

Q.  Two  days,  what  .' 

A.  I  think  I  had  the  statement  two  days,  before  filing  it. 
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Q.  You  mean  that  is  the  reason  you  held  i1  two  days,  because 
it  didn't  show  what  became  of  that  balance? 

A.  Yes,  I  did  not  think  that  was  fair  to  mr.  as  one  of  the 
campaign  managers  who  had  been  given  money,  and  no  state- 
ment made  on  there. 

Q.  When  you  finally  filed  it  had  you  then  concluded  it  was 
fair?    ' 

A.  No.  sii1. 

Q.  Then  it  was  not  in  any  better  shape  after  you  held  it  for 
;i  few  days  than  when  you  received  it  .' 

A.  Not  a  bit  better. 

Q.  But  that  is  why  you  held  it  a  few  days,  because  it  was  not 
fair  on  its  face  .' 

A.  Possibly  you  were  not  here  when  f  made  the  explanation, 
but  I  made  the  explanation  that  that  statement  was  received 
by  me  while  I  was  here  in  Madison.  I  noticed  that  there  was 
a  balance  that  I  felt  should  be  accounted  for  in  order  to  make 
it  perfectly  clear  to  those  who  would  read  it.  Now.  I  kept  it. 
and  did  not  file  it  that  day.  and  that  afternoon,  or  noon  rather. 
I  left  for  my  home  in  Appleton;  and  I  took  that  with  me.  ex- 
pecting to  see.  or  intending  to  see.  Mr.  Stephenson  and  gel 
that  changed,  and  get  that  balance  accounted  for.  as  I  believed 
it  should  be.  He  knew  where  it  was.  and  I  knew:  and  1 
wanted  it  to  show  on  the  statement ;  but  when  I  got  home  1  had 
other  business,  and  I  let  it  run  along  for  more  than  twenty- 
four  hours,  and  1  thought  I  didn't  have  an  opportunity  to  go 
to  Marinette,  or  where  .Mr.  Stephenson  was.  and  I  did  not  feel 
that  T  was  authorized,  and  didn't  want  to  take  the  responsibil- 
ity <>f  longer  delaying  the  filing  of  that  statement. 

(^j.  Then  you  sent  it  by  mail  to  Madison.' 

A.  To  Mr.  Frear. 

<^.   With  a  request  to  file  it  after  a  certain  hour.' 

A.  I  asked  him  to  file  that  in  the  office  of  the  secretary  of 
state  at  five  o'clock". 

<x>.   I  never  got  at  why  that  was. 

A.  Well,  for  the  same  reason  that  newspaper  material  is  sent 
in  to  be  "released"  at  a  certain  time;  simply  for  newspaper  ar- 
rangement. I  think  I  had  that  in  mind.  In  other  words,  that 
would  get  into  the  morning  papers  instead  of  the  afternoon 
papers. 

50 
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Senator   Husting:     O.   Did   you   think   that   was  a   newspaper 

item,  or  an  item  required  by  law  to  be  filed? 

A.  I  knew  it  would  appear  in  full  in  the  newspapers. 

O.  And  you  preferred  to  have  it  appear  in  the  morning"  papers 
first  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

O.  Why  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     J  object  to  that. 

A.   I  don't  know  as  1  have  any  particular  reason  to  give. 

Mr.  Ingalls :     Which  paper  do  you  refer  to,  Senator? 

Senator  Husting:  1  refer  to  the  Milwaukee  morning  papers; 
that  he  preferred  to  have  it  appear  in  them. 

A.  Yes,  sir.  You  know  in  the  later  campaign  that  1  conducted 
the  newspaper  men  were,  1  hope,  friends  of  mine,  and  at  different 
times  the  afternoon  papers  would  get  things  first,  get  items  of 
news  first,  and  sometimes  the  morning  papers.  1  don't  know  tnat 
I  have  any  other  idea  in  mind  than  that  this  was  the  "turn"  of  the 
morning  papers. 

Q.  Don't  you  have  any  friends  on  the  afternoon  papers? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wasn't  it  rather  done  for  the  purpose  of  having  some  in- 
fluence on  the  election  of  United  States  senator?1 

Mr.  Ingalls  :     Which  way  ? 

Witness:     No,  1  think  not. 

Senator  Husting:     Why,  favorably,  1  suppose. 

A.  I  think  that  if  T  had  had  that  in  mind  I  would  have  had  it 
appear  before  the  noon  hour. 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  What  was  your  experience  with  newspaper  men  during"  the 
campaign?     Did  you  find  them  pretty  good  men  to  deal  with? 

A.  That  does  not  embarrass  me  a  bit.  Mr.  lira)".  I  certainly 
found  them  as  gentlemanly  and  as  good  fellows  to  deal  with  as  { 
found  anywhere;  and  I  don't  make  a  distinction  between  reporters 
for  any  paper. 

Q.  Are  you  at  all  familiar  with  the  advertising  rates,  as  paid  to 
papers  ? 

A.  No,-  sir. 

O.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  the  senatorial  candidates  were 
"held    up"    for    higher    rates    than    would    ordinarily    lave    been 
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charged  for  the  same  space  tinder  other  circumstances:  that  is.  at 
other  times,  by  newspapers? 

A.   No,  sir,  I  don't  know. 

Mr.  Chappie:     I  know  of  one  case  where  they  were. 

Mr.  [ngalls:     We  will  call  you  later. 

By  Mr.   Bray  : 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know  there  was  no  disposition  on  the  part  of 
the  newspapers  in  the  state  to  charge  senatorial  candidates,  or  any 
other  candidates  for  office,  a  higher -rate  than  the  paper  ordi- 
narily charged  for  advertising? 

A.   So  far  as  1  know.  I  would  say  not. 

Q.  Did  you  solicit  the  support  of  any  newspaper  for  Isaac 
Stephenson,  in  a  general  way,  without  regard  to  purchasing  ad- 
vertising space;  that  is.  in  addition  to  that? 

A.  I  don't  recall. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  when  you  ever  solicited  the 
support  of  any  paper  for  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.   I  don't  recall  any  particular  instance,  no. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  when  anyone  else,  acting  for 
Isaac  Stephenson,  solicited  the  support  of  any  paper? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  any  instance,  no;  and  I  am  not  saving  that 
because  we  did  not  do  it,  because  if  there  was  anv  newspaper  or 
individual  we  knew  of  that  we  thought  best  to  get  them  to  sup- 
port Stephenson,  we  courted  his  acquaintance. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  no  newspaper  was  ever  offered  any  money 
to  support  Stephenson  aside  from  a  legitimate  charge  for  adver- 
tising space? 

A.   Xo,  I  am  not  sure. 

O.   What  is  that? 

A.   Xo.  I  am  not  sure. 

(Former  question  read  as  follows: 

"Q.  Are  you  sure  that  no  newspaper  was  ever  offered  any 
money  to  support  Stephenson  aside  from  a  legitimate  charge  for 
advertising  space  ?" ) 

Q.    (continued)      Do  you  know  of  am-  case? 

A.   Xo.  sir. 

O.  Were  you  ever  solicited  by  any  newspaper  to  pay  any  sunt' 
of  money  for  the  support  of  that  paper? 

A.  Xot  that  I  recall. 
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Q.  Were  any  of  the  other  managers  or  men  acting-  for  Mr. 
Stephenson  solicited  in  that  way,  that  yon  know  of? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

O.  Was  Senator  Stephenson  ever  solicited  in  that  way,  that 
you  know  of? 

A.   Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.   Did  you  ever  hear  that  he  was  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  did.  I  have  heard  rumors  of  var- 
ious kinds. 

Q.  No  one  ever  told  you  directly  that  anyone  representing  Mr. 
Stephenson,  or  Mr.  Stephenson,  was  ever  solicited  in  that  way  by 
a  newspaper?  In  other  words,  that  a  newspaper  wanted  to  sell 
its  editorial  space  to  Air.  Stephenson  for  any  sum? 

A.  Well,  if  J  ever  heard  anything  of  that  kind  I  don't  have  any 
recollection  of  who  told  me.      It  was  simply  rumor,  if  I  heard  it. 

Q.   But  you  have  heard  things  of  that  kind,  have  you? 

A.    I  think  in  one  instance  \  did  hear  it. 

O.  Did  yon  get  knowledge,  in  any  way.  that  yon  had  reason  to 
believe  to  be  authentic  ? 

A.  Xo,  [  hardly  think  so.  As  I  say,  I  don't  recall  where  the 
information  came  from  now. 

O.   It  didn't  come  from  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.    I  am  quite  sure  not. 

Q.  Did  that  rumor  say  who  was  solicited? 

A.    Yes,  that  Senator  Stephenson  was. 

O.   Senator  Stephenson  himself  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Then  he  would  know  about  it.  whether  or  not  the  rumor  was 
true  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  You  didn't  hear  it  directly  from  Senator  Stephenson  ;  didn't 
get  this  information  directly  from  him? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  am  sure  the  report  did  not  come  to  me  from  him. 

O.  And  you  are  not  sure  that  it  came  from  any  authentic 
source  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  am  not  sure. 

Q.  I  don't  want  to  ask  further  with  the  idea  of  dragging  any 
newspaper  into  this  controversy,  without  some  cause. 

Witness:-  May  I  make  this  statement,  and  without  mentioning 
the  name  of  the  newspaper,  because  it  would  simply  drag  the 
newspaper  in  : — 
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Mr.  Bray:     That  was  my  idea. 

A  (continued) — and  make  it  appear  that  something  happened 
when  it  did  not.  The  story  which  1  heard  was  that  a  certain 
newspaper's  representative  saw  Mr.  Stephenson  with  the  idea  of 
selling  him  newspaper  space,  or  giving  Mr.  Stephenson  its  sup- 
port for  quite  a  sum  of  money;  and  I  heard  that,  I  think,  more 
than  once  ;  I  should  put  it  within  two  months.  T  asked  Senator 
Stephenson  if  that  was  true,  if  anyone  did  make  that  offer  to  him, 
or  that  suggestion  to  him,  and  he  denied  it.  He  said  it  was  not 
true. 

Mr.  Bray:      1  do  not  care  to  ask  any  further  on  that  subject. 

O.   How  long  have  you  known  Senator  Blaine? 

A.   I  never  met  him  hut  once. 

Q.  When  did  you  meet  him? 

A.  On  the  afternoon  of  the  Platform  Convention. 

Q.  Where  did  you  meet  him? 

A.    In  my  room  at.  1  think,  Xo.  50,  Park  Hotel,  Madison. 

O.  Were  you  there  with  him  alone? 

A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  with  you  ? 

A.  Air.  Whitman. 

Q.   Mr.  Whitman  of  the  committee? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

O.   Is  he  the  only  one? 

A.   Yes,  as  I  recollect,  he  was  the  only  one  present. 

O.  Did  you  talk  with  Senator  Blaine  at  that  time? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  Have  you  ever  talked  with  him  since? 

A.   Xever. 

O.  Or  before  ? 

A.   Xever. 

O.  Senator  Hlaine  testified  that  you  told  him.  I  think,  on  that 
day,  that  Senator  Stephenson  had  spent  about — I  think  the  words 
were  at  least  $106,000.  in  his  campaign.  That  you  told  him  that. 
Is  that  true  ? 

A.    It  is  not. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him,  that  you  remem- 
ber now.  with  regard  to  the  expense  of  Senator  Stephenson's  cam- 
paign ? 

A.    Xo,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  you  regard  Senator  Blaine  at  that  time  favorable  to 
the  cause  of  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  Well,  I  think  only  in  a  general  way,  as  I  regarded  every  man 
who  had  been  nominated  at  the  primary  on  the  republican  ticket, 
a  friend  of  the  nominee  for  United  States  senator. 

O.  Did  you  know  at  that  time  what  Senator  Stephenson  spent 
in  his  campaign  ? 

A.   I  did  not. 

Q.   Did  you  know  within  $10,000  what  he  spent? 

A.    No.  sir.     1  thought  it  was  under  $100,000. 

<Q-  When  did  yon  find  out  approximately  what  he  spent? 

A.  Well,  not  until,  1  should  say,  after  the  general  election,  in 
November.      I  hardly  think  1  knew  it  before  that ;  about  that  time. 

O.  Did  you  know  whether  it  was  more  or  le<s  than  $100,000. 
hefore  the  general  election? 

A.  ]  think  not. 

Q.  Was  Senator  Blaine  up  in  your  room  at  your  invitation? 

A.    He  was  not. 

Q.    Mow  did  he  get  there? 

A.   Mr.  Whitman  brought  him,  or  accompanied  him. 

O.  Did  he  come  there  for  any  purpose  in  connection  with  Sena- 
tor Stephenson's  campaign? 

A.   I  haven't  any  idea. 

Q.   Do  von  know  why  he  came  there.' 

A.  No,  sir.  As  you  know.  I  was  supposed  to  be  a  candidate 
for  the  office  of  chairman  of  the  State  Central  Committee,  and 
there  were  many  callers  during  that  day. 

O.  Do  you  know  why  Mr.  Whitman  brought  him  there? 

A.  I  don't  know.  no.  sir.  I  would  like  to  make  an  explanation, 
that  Mr.  Whitman  not  only  came  with  him.  but  he  stayed,  and 
was  there  all  the  time  while  Mr.  lilaine  was  there,  and  heard  the 
entire  conversation,  and  left  when  Mr.  Blaine  left,  and  never  be- 
fore or  since  have  I  had  any  conversation  of  any  kind  with  Mr. 
Blaine. 

O-  But  you  three  talked  together  ;  you  were  all  in  the  same  part 
of  the  room? 

A.   All  in  the  same  room. 

O.  Why  do  you  think  Mr.  Whitman  brought  Senator  Blaine 
up  there? 

A.  Whv  as  I  sav  :     I  was  a  candidate  for  this  office,  for  which 
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a  man  was  to  be  chosen  on  the  next  day,  and  I  assumed  that  it 
was  for  a -friendly  purpose  of  allowing  me  meet  him. 

Q.  So  that  you  might  get,  if  Senator  Blaine  was  favorably  im- 
pressed, his  support  for  the  chairmanship  of  the  State  Central 
Committee? 

A.  1  know  of  no  other  reason  why  he  should  have  come  at  that 
time. 

Q.  Did  yon  have  his  support  ? 

A.    1  haven't  any  idea.      It  was  a  secret  ballot,  I  believe. 

Q.  With  regard  to  Assemblyman  Reynolds;  are  you  aware  of 
the  discrepancy  between  his  testimony  and  Senator  Stephenson's, 
and  yours?  I  mean  are  yon  familiar  with  the  testimony  in  regard 
to  the  $ioo? 

A.  Xo.  1  didn't  hear  Senator  Stephenson's  testimony,  hut  1 
heard  at  least  a  part  of  Mr.  Reynolds',  and  1  think  all  of  it. 

Q.  1  believe  Mr.  Reynolds  testified  he  received  a  check  from 
you,  which  he  did  not  cash  for  at  least  a  couple  of  weeks  after  he 
received  it ;  and  Senator  Stephenson  testified  that  he  thought 
that  he  paid  Mr.  Reynolds  personally;  but  he  didn't  remember 
whether  he  paid  him  in  cash  or  otherwise;  that  if  he  paid  him 
in  a  check  he  didn't  have  the  check.  Yon  testified  that  yon  did 
not  send  Assemblyman  Reynolds  a  check,  1  believe.  Can  you 
account  for  that  discrepancy?  Do  you  know  how  the  misunder- 
standing" arises  between  yon?     Do  you  know  who  is  right." 

A.  Xo,  sir,  1  don't  know  about  the  correct  version  of  the  af- 
fair. My  judgment  is.  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Reynolds,  that 
he  confuses  the  receipt  of  the  money,  the  check  or  draft — 1  think 
it  was  a  check — that  was  sent  him,  with  a  cluck  that  T  sent  him 
dnring  the  general  election  campaign,  or  during  the  campaign. 
As  chairman  of  the  State  Central  Committee  1  wrote  letters  to 
individuals,  or  republican  candidates — a  general  letter — that  was 
sent  out  from  the  office,  asking  how  their  campaigns  were  pro- 
gressing, and  asking  if  there  was  anything  that  was  not  being  done 
that  might  be  done. 

O.   T  think  we  have  that  letter  with  us. 

A.  That  was  not  in  the  primary  campaign. 

O-  We  have  Mr.  Reynolds'  letters.  How  much  did  you  send 
him  as  chairman  of  the  State  Central  Committee? 

A.   My  recollection  is  $ioo. 

Q.  At  his  request  ? 
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A.    I  wouldn't  be  certain,  but  J  think  so. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  you  sent  to  him? 

A.  Sometime  between  the  27th  of  September  and  the  3rd  of 
November. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  in  what  form  you  sent  the  money  ? 

A.  I  think  no  money  was  sent  during  the  general  election  to 
anyone  except  in  check. 

0.   If  that  is  true,  then  you  have  the  check? 

A.  How  is  that  ? 

O.  If  yoU  did  send  him  the  money  by  check,  then  you  would 
have  the  check,  probably,  would  you  not? 

A.  Well,  at  least,  I  would  have  it  up  to  the  time — that  is,  the 
stub,  up  to  the  time  I  made  the  report  to  the  state  of  my  expendi- 
tures as  chairman  of  the  State  Central  Committee. 

Q.  When  you  say  "check"  do  you  mean  your  personal  check  or 
a  certified  check  or  a  cashier's  check: 

A.  My  personal  check. 

(  ).  Well,  you  would  have  the  check  returned  to  you  by  this  time. 
wouldn't  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  so.  I  think  the  bank  sent  them  to  me  each 
month. 

Q.  Would  you  have  his  letters  written  you  after  the  primary 
election  with  regard  to  any  help  in  the  general  election.-' 

Mr.  Ingalls:  This  is  going  into  a  subject  that  has  been  ex- 
pressly eliminated.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  length  of  the  ex- 
amination, but  it  is  a  subject  which  is  entirely  outside. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  am  not  asking  the  question  for  the  purpose  of 
rinding  anything  out  about  the  conduct  of  the  republican  cam- 
paign in  the  general  election.  I  am  simply  trying  to  clear  up  this 
discrepancy  in  the  testimony  between  these  three  gentlemen. 
T  think  that  there  is  probably  a  very  good  explanation  of  the  dis- 
crepancy, but  I  would  like  to  have  it. 

The  Chairman:  I  don't  understand  that  there  is  an  objection. 
Merely  a  suggestion. 

Mr.  Bray:     I  don't  know  as  I  will  get  anywhere. 

Witness:  I  should  be  very  glad  if  that  correspondence  is  in  my 
files — if  there  is  any  letter  of  that  kind  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
produce  it,  and  help  to  clear  up  this  discrepancy,  as  you  say. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Mr.  Stephenson's  testimony  was  that  he  did  not 
remember  it.     That  was    the    conclusion    of   his    testimonv.     He 
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wouldn't  say  for  certain  whether  he  paid  that  by  check  or  cash, 
that  $100.     He  was  in  doubt  about  it. 

Senator  Hustings  He  testified  it  was  for  services  rendered 
before  the  primary  campaign. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  ( )h,  yes,  that  is  unquestionable;  it  is  unquestion- 
able that  the  $180  was  before  the  election. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:    Before  the  primary. 

Mr.  Ingalls :  I  don't  know  as  he  was  pressed  on  that  point.  He 
was  in  doubt  how  it  was  paid.  It  was  supposed  he  got  $180.  and 
there  is  a  check  somewhere  in  the  hies  of  Sioo  to  Reynolds. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Is  it  important?' 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  don't  think  it  is  important,  lie  got  $180  from 
somebody. 

Mr.  Whitman:  If  he  got  $280.  that  wouldn't  make  any  great 
difference. 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :     That  is  another  Reynolds. 

Mr.  Bray:  1  think  this  testimony  is  entirely  competent,  for  the 
reason  that  Mr.  Reynolds  testified  that  he  received  the  recond 
$100,  he  thought,  after  the  primary,  because  of  receiving  this  let- 
ter from  Mr.  Edmonds,  and  keeping  it  all  of  that  time. 

The  Chairman  :     1  think  it  is  competent. 

Mr.  Whitman:  That  is  a  question,  whether  it  was  to  be  for 
the  old  deal,  or  a  new  one. 

Mr.  Bray:  This  is  to  help  determine  when  he  received  the 
money. 

Witness:  Do  I  understand  that  he  says  he  got  a  second  hun- 
dred, or  do  you  refer  to  the  $100  in  addition  to  the  eighty? 

Mr.  Whitman:  The  second  hundred  came  after  the  primary 
election. 

Mr.  Bray:  He  testified  he  received  $80  early  in  July.  I  be- 
lieve: and  later  on  $too.  He  evidently,  from  your  testimony,. 
remembered  receiving  $100  from  you.  and  concluded  that  it  was 
the  second  hundred  that  he  received  from  Senator  Stephenson. 

A.   That  was  my  thought,  when  he  was  talking. 

Mr.  Bray:  Of  course,  we  don't  know  that  is  so,  but  that  is 
probable. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  Might  he  not  have  confused  the  purpose  of  this 
hundred?  Mr.  Reynolds  swears  that  he  had  done  the  work,  but 
didn't  get  paid  for  it  until  after  the  primary.  It  might  be  possible 
that  this  $100  that  Mr  Edmonds  sent  in  as  cdiairman  of  the  State 
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Central  Committee  was  taken  by  him  to  bj  in  payment  of  services 
rendered  to  Isaac  Stephenson. 

Senator  Hustings  There  is  no  nse  speculating  on  this  proposi- 
tion.    Mr.  Reynolds  can  speak  for  himself. 

Witness:  I  would  like  toliave  that  matter  brought  out  from 
Mr.  Reynolds,  because  if  that  is  the  case  Senator  Stephenson  owes 
him  $100,  and  he  owes  the  state  central  committee  a  hundred. 

Mr.  Dray:  1  don't  think  he  owes  the  state  central  committee 
any  ;  however,  1  won  t  pursue  the  subject  any  farther. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  1  won't  object  to  it.  We  were  all  clearing  it  up. 
as  I  understand. 

By   Senator   1  lusting: 

Q.  1  want- to  call  one  discrepancy  to  your  attention — I  think 
it  is  discrepancy — before  you  leave  the  stand.  Senator  Stephen- 
son testified  ti]  <  n  the  stand  that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  e:;- 
penditures  cf  any  money,  as  I  recall  it.  except  such  as  he  had  testi- 
fied to.  Now,  you  have  testified  that  he  had  knowledge  of  this 
amount  paid  to  Mr.  Stone. 

A.  Xo.  Senator,  did  1  ?  I  want  to  change  that.  1  want  to  cor- 
rect that,  if  1  did  say  it. 

O.  Not  as  to  the  amount,  hut  as  to  the  expenditure  of  any 
moneys  to  any  particular  parties  in  the  state.  That  is  as  T  recol- 
lect his  testimony.     Can  you  explain  that  discrepancy? 

A.  Probably  from  the  fact  that  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  told  him 
that  I  had  given  Mr.  Stone  $2,500,  or  any  specified  amount.  I 
don't  remember  that  T  ever  had  a  conversation  with  him  afterward 
about  it. 

O.  But  he  directed  you  to  give  Mr.  Stone  such  money  as  Mr. 
Stone  thought  he  needed? 

A.  Well,  it  went  hardly  as  far  as  that.  He  told  me  that  Mr. 
Stone  had  sent  him  a  letter,  and  he  wotdd  like  to  have  me  make 
arrangements  with  Mr.  Stone  to  assist  him. 

O.  By  "making  arrangements"  you  understood  giving  him 
money  ? 

A.  I  understood  that,  yes. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht : 

Q.  You  say  in  1900  and  1902  you  aided  Mr.  La  Follette  in 
Oconto  county  ? 
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A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  in  the  capacity  of  manager  for  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  the  handling  of  any  money  during  thai  cam- 
paign— for  the  La   Follette  campaign? 

A.  Yes.  sir.     ft  was  all  mine,  though. 

Q.  None  was  scut  in  to  you  .' 

x\.  Not  a  dollar.     They  didn't  do  business  that  way. 

Q.  In  the  handling  of  this  money  and  after  the  campaign 
was  over  did  you  prepare  a  statement  of  any  kind.' 

A.   No.   because   I   was  spending  my  own   money. 

(.,).  I  was  trying  to  get  at  if  you  kept  any  closer  account  of 
those  funds  than  you  did  the  funds  of  Mr.  Stephenson'.'  Of 
course,  if  it  was  your  own  money,  that  is  a  different  matter. 

A.  I  only  know  it  cost  me  about  $800,  and  it  was  my  own 
money,  iii  the  organizing  of  that  campaign. 

Q.  Did  it  become  necessary  for  you  to  pay  organizers  and 
sub-organizers  ? 

A.  I  think  that  the  organization  of  the  county  was  very  com- 
plete. Mr.  La  Follette 's  idea  in  the  talk  I  had  with  him.  was 
to  get  just  as  complete  an  organization  in  every  precinct  as  pos- 
sible, and  his  method  was  to  have.  I  believe,  about  five  men  in 
every  precinct  that  could  he  depended  upon  and  known  as  ad- 
ministration men. 

The    Chairman:     When    was    this? 

A.  In  1900  and  1902.  That  was  the  first  campaign,  as  I 
remember  it. — the  first  time  that  Governor  La  Follette  was 
elected,   and   the   second   time. 

The  Chairman:  I  suppose  this  isn't  within  the  scope  of  the 
investigation,  but  if  any  member  thinks  it  is.  I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Mjy  intention  was  not  to  go  into  La  Fol- 
lette's  campaign,  but  rather  to  find  out  if  he  had  received  money 
from  headquarters,  and  how  he  accounted  for  it — for  the  pur- 
pose of  accounting  only.     I  had  no  other  purpose  in  that. 

Mr.  Edmonds:  I  think  the  fault  is  in  my  answer  rather 
than   in   the  question   that   was  asked   inc. 

The  Chairman:     I  wasn't  objecting  to  it. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  have  no  desire  to  go  any  further  into  it. 

Q.  At  the  time  that  Mr.  Whitman  and  Mr.  Blaine  were  at 
your  room  in  the  Park  Hotel,  were  they  close  together  during 
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all  that  time,  or  were  they  in  different  parts  of  the  room,  if 
you  remember  ? 

A.  The  room  is  small  and  certainly  the  chairs  were  not  more 
than  six  or  eight  feet  apart. 

Q.  And  do  1  understand  that  you  said  nothing  privately  to- 
Mr.  Blaine  that  Mr.   Whitman  might  not  have  overheard.' 

A.  Nothing   whatever. 

Q.  Did  yon  discuss  the  primary  expenses  with  these  gentle- 
men during  that  visit? 

A.  I  really  don't  recall.  My  reason  for  being  so  positive  in 
making  the  statement  is  that  at  that  time  1  didn't  know  that 
there  was  an  expenditure  of  $106,000. 

Q.  I  am  not  sure  whether  you  answered  this  question  or 
not.  In  older  to  make  sure.  I  would  like  an  answer  now.  Did 
you  ever  engage  a  person  to  work  for  Mr.  Stephenson  whom 
vou   knew   was  working  for  one   of  the   other  candidates' 

A.  Not  one. 

Mr.   Ingalls:     That  has  all  been   gone  over. 

Mr.  Eambreoht:  I  didn't  know  whether  that  question  had 
been   asked.     That  is  all  that  I  have. 

By  Senator  1  lust ing  : 

Q.  In  regard  to  this  Blaine  matter,  you  did  know  how  much 
money  had  been  paid  in  to  Mr.  Puelicher,  the  total  sum  or  about 
the  total  sum.  at  the  time  you  had  this  conversation  with  Mr. 
Blaine .' 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  You  knew  it  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  a  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  .' 

A.  Yes.  1  thought  it  was  less  than  a  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars.    Between   ninety   and   a   hundred  thousand   dollars. 

Q.  Do  you  wish  to  go  on  record  as  saying  that  you  are  posi- 
tive that  you  did  not  say  so  or  say  anything  in  regard  to  a  hun- 
dred thousand  or  ninety  thousand  or  one  hundred  and  six  thou- 
sand .' 

A.  I  am  absolutely  positive  that  I  made  no  statement  to  Mr. 
Blaine  or  to  any  other  person  at  that  time  that  the  expenditures 
in  the  campaign  were  $106,000  or  approximately  that.  Yes.  I 
want  to  make  that   statement. 
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By  Senator  Miorris: 

Q.  As  I  understand  it.  Mr.  Edmonds,  yon  never  told  anybody 
that  ? 

A.  At  that  time,  no,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  <lid  you  tell  anybody  before  the  account   was  filed? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

■Q.  How  loii^  before  the  account  was  filed  .' 

A.  i  don't  remember  just  when,  hut  I  know  that  perhaps  half 
a  dozen  instances  where  I  thought  it  advisable  I  mentioned  the 
fact  that  I  thought  the  expenditures  were  about  $106.1  kid. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  know  that  the  expenditures  were  aboiri 
$106,000.' 

A.  Not  prior  to  about  the  day  of  the  general  election.  Novem- 
ber 3rd. 

Q.  November  3rd? 

A.   Something  about  that  time. 

'Q.  How  soon  after  you  learned  that  fad  did  you  tell  anyone.' 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Well,  who  did  you  tell  that  to? 

A.  I  don't  recall  any  particular  instance,  but  I  remember 
someone  I  mentioned  that  fact  to. 

Q.  It  wasn't  publicly  known,  however,  until  after  the  ac- 
count  was  tiled,    was   it  ? 

A.  It   was  not.   I  believe. 

Q.  How  do  you  aceounl  for  Elaine  having  the  amount  cor- 
rect ? 

A.  I  don't  want  to  account  or  attempt  to  account  for  any- 
thing that  Mr.  Blaine  did  or  said? 

Q.  Can  you  account  for  it  ? 

A.  I  am  positive  that  at  that  time  he  didn't  have  it  correct. 

Q.  Well,  can  you.  in  any  way.  account  for  Blaine's  having 
that  information  at  the  time  he  made  his  charges? 

A.  He  didn't  have  his  information — how  is  that  ?  I  had  men- 
tioned it.  as  I  say.  to  half  a  dozen  or  more  persons. 

Q.  I  say.  can  you  account  for  it  in  any  way.  how  he  obtained 
that  information? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  had  it  right  ? 

A.  He  had  $106,000. 

Q.  That  was  right? 
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A.  As  you  say.  somewhere  according  to  his  statement,  it  was 
approximate. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  That  is.  the  minimum  figure  was  approxi- 
mately right.  lie  says,  between  $106,000  and  $250,000  was  his 
statement. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  about  the  minimum,  ami  that's  right  ac- 
cording to  the  account .' 

A.  Is  it  necessary  for  me  to  state  that.'  You  can  see  it. 
You  have  seen  the  statement  and  you  know  as  well  as  I  do 
about  that. 

Q.  Well,  it  is  approximately  right.' 

A.  Well,  isn't  it. 

Q.  I  so  understand  it. 

A.  1  understand  it  so. 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  find  out  where  he  got  that  information. 
He  says  he  got  it  from  you. 

A.  And  you  heard  my  statement  as  to  the  fact  that  he  didn't 
get  it  from  me. 

Q.  And  you  can't  in  any  possible  way  account  for  his  getting 
it? 

A.  I  don  't  know — 

Q.   Well,  you  can't  account  for  it.  can  you.' 

At  Why.  certainly  not.  I  can  account  for  the  fact  that  he 
may  have  heard  it  from  any  one  of  a  half  dozen  sources  per- 
haps;  people  to  whom  I  mentioned  it. 

Q.  Maybe  I  misunderstood  you,  but  I  understood  you  to  say 
that  that  information  wasn't  given  out  publicly? 

A.  It  was  not  given  out  publicly,  but  when  1  made  a  state- 
ment of  that  kind  on  a  matter  of  as  much  importance  as  that,  to 
half  a  dozen  people — 

Q.   You  think  some  of  them  may  have  leaked  .' 

A.  It  is  possihle  they  may  have  leaked.  It  wasn't  a  matter 
of  much  importance.  I  don't  think  I  tried  to  impress  it  on  any- 
one's mind  that  it  was  a  matter  that  shouldn't  be  stated  : 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  But  you  never  talked  with  Senator  Blaine  but  once,  as 
you  testified  ? 

A.  Never  but  once. 

Q.  That  was  on  the  afternoon  of  the  platform  convention  .' 
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A.  Thai 's  the  day  he  says. 

<y  And  you  positively  deny  ever  giving  him  any  figure? 

A.  Absolutely. 

By  Senator  Husting : 

<^.  What  time  in  the  fall  was  it  when  Mr.  Sackett  presented 
what  purported  to  be  an  account  of  the  expenditures  of  the 
campaign  .' 

A.  Regarding  the  question  that  was  asked  me  earlier? 

<l     Yes. 

A.  My  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Sackett  was  here  during  the 
primary  convention,  platform  convention,  and  that  he  wanted 
to  get  a  receipt  from  me  stating  that  the  items  that  he  had  were 
correct,  covering  those  items  that  I  had  expended,  which  must 
have  thirty  or  forty  thousand  dollars,  or  something  in  that 
neighborhood. 

Q.  You  don't  recollect  the  amount  that  he  had  on  that  state- 
ment in  total :' 

A.  I  do  not.  I  am  quite  certain  that  it  was  considerably  less 
than  $50,000.  1  think.  Senator,  that  what  he  wanted  to  get — 
I  don't  wonder  that  you  ask  the  question — what  he  wanted  to 
get  was  for  me  to  make  a  statement  of  the  amount  that  I  had 
expended,  so  that  he  would  have  that  to  check  with  the  amount 
he  had  expended  and  see  what  this  was.  I  am  quite  sure  at 
that  time  he  didn't  know  the  total  amounts  of  the  expendi- 
tures. 

By  Mi-.  Ilaml.reclit  : 

Q.  There  was  the  other  question  here  that  I  haven't  checked 
off.  I  think  yesterday  you  made  the  statement  that  you  had 
paid  all  persons  who  made  demands  on  you.  Do  you  want 
that  statement,  it  you  did  make  it  that  way.  to  remain  .' 

A.  F  think  I  would  want  to  limit  it  to  what  1  considered  just 
dema  uds. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  meant.  Did  you  have  any  demands  for 
money  or  services  that  you  refused? 

A.   1  don't  recall  any  specific  instances  now. 

The  Chairman  :  It  was  talked  over  informally  during  the 
noon  hour  that  Mr.  Puelicher  was  to  have  produced  here  at 
as  early  a  date  as  possible  all  of  the  cashier  checks  taken  from 
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these  four  stub  hooks  which  we  have  here,  and  if  Mr.  Puelieher 
could  get  those  here  tomorrow  or  tomorrow  night,  it  would  ex- 
pedite matters  considerably,  because  we  would  have  time  to  go 
over  them  before  Monday  morning. 

Mr.  Puelieher:  I.  don't  believe  that  you  appreciate  the 
length  of  time  it  will  take  to  sort  those  out.  even  in  the  bank. 
I  will  get  it  here  just  as  soon  as  possible,  I  don't  think  it  would 
be  possible  to,  get  them  here  by  tomorrow  morning. 

Mr.  Hyzer :  He  didn't  say  tomorrow  morning.  Tomorrow 
night. 

The  Chairman:  So  that  we  can  have  them  here  during  the 
Sunday  recess. 

.Mi'.  Puelieher:  Now.  if  you  will  order  your  clerk  to  tele- 
phone or  telegraph  in  to  the  bank.  I  will  he  glad  to  have  them 
pack  them  up  and  express  them  to  you.  if  some  one  will  volun- 
teer to  do  that  this  evening,  and  I  think  they  will  be  glad  to  do 
it. 

Mr.  Hyzer:    You  do  it.     Von  are  the  best  man  to  do  that. 

The  (  hairman:  1  suppose  they  are  arranged  chronologically, 
or  in  some  order  .' 

Mr.  Puelieher:  They  are  bled  in  the  order  in  which  they 
are  paid. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  They  are  bound  to  be  mixed,  because  some  of 
the  receipts  are  paid  Later  than  some  receipts  dated  at  an  ear- 
lier date. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Mr.  Puelieher  will  telephone  in  as  requested. 
Do  you  want  him  to  telephone  now? 

Th?  Chairman:  If  he  will,  yes:  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
there  are  some  questions  that.  I  want  to  ask  Mr.  Puelieher  when 
he  is  here  again,  I  will  ask  these  questions  first. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  With  reference  to  this  Blaine  matter,  did  you  have  a  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Blaine  in  the  lobby  of  the  Park  Hotel  on  the 
first  or  second  day  of  the  convention  .' 

A.  I.  did  not. 

Q.  The  only  conversation  you  had  with  him  was  in  your 
room? 

A.  The  only  conversation  I  had  with  him  was  in  my  room. 

Q.  And  was  that  on  the  first  or  second  day  of  the  convention? 

A.  I  don't  remember. 
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Q.   Were  you   introduced   to  him   by  Mr.   Whitman  at  that 

t  ime  ' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  you  don't  remember  whether  it  was  the  first  or  sec- 
ond  d  a  y  .' 

A.  No,  sir. 

<x>.  But  if  it  was  the  first  day  you  know  positively  that  you 
didn't  have  a  conversation  with  him  on  the  second  day  of  the 
convention. 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Why  is  it  that  your  memory  is  so  much  better  in  connec- 
tion with  that  matter  than  it  is  with  reference  to  some  of  these 
gentlemen  that  you  expended  money  through  this  campaign? 

A.  I  have  explained  to  you  or  to  the  gentlemen  who  asked 
me  the  question  regarding  the  matter,  that  the  reason  that  I 
know  I  made  no  statement  regarding  $106,000 — 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  the  $106,000,  I  am  asking  you 
as  to  whether  you  had  any  conversation  with  him  or  not  on 
that  first  or  second  day  of  7ie  convention  other  than  the  one 
in  your  room  :' 

A.   1  have  told  you  that  I  did  not. 

Q.  And  now  I  am  asking  you  why  it  is  that  your  memory  is 
so  good  with  reference  to  a  matter  at  a  time  when  you  were 
having  conversations  as  you  say  with  hundreds  and  hundreds 
of  people-why  you  can  remember  that  instance  and  state  posi- 
tively to  this  committee  that  you  had  no  conversation  with  him 
except  that  once,  when  there  were  hundreds  of  things  with  ref- 
erence to  these  expenditures  in  this  .campaign  that  you  can't 
recollect  .anything  about,  unless  you  have  the  memoranda? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Now.  that  question  assumes  a  good  deal.  Mr- 
President. 

The  Chairman  :  1  don't  think  it  assumes  anything  other  than 
what  appears  in  the  testimony  or  is  conceded. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Still  I  don't  make  any  objection. 

Q.   Will  you  explain  ~f 

A.  1  haven't  any  desire  to. 

Mr.  Hambrechl  :  I  think  the  question  does  assume  eonsider- 
•il'  it  says  "hundreds  and  hundreds  of  things''  which  Mr. 
Edmonds  is  unable  to  answer.  I  only  recall  one  or  two  in-* 
stances  where  he  even  hesitated  in  answering,  and  1  don't  like 
to  have  i.  appear  on  the  record  that  way  without  objecting. 
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Mr.  Bray:  "I  don't  think  he  saw  "hundreds  and  hundreds 
of  people"  on  that  day. 

The  Chairman  :    Well,  now,  if  there  is  a  formal  objection — 

Mr.  Hambrecht :    I  object  to  the  form  of  the  question. 

The  Chairman:  Now,  if  you  have  offered  as  many  sugges- 
tions to  Mr.  Edmonds  as  yon  want  to.  Avill  you  answer  the  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  [ngalls  :  Mr.  Chairman  ;  now,  your  remark,  I  don't  think 
you  intended  it  to  be  as  broad  as  it  sounds,  because  the  remark 
would  include  myself  and  all  these  other  gentlemen  here,  in- 
eluding  anybody,  that  "suggested,"  that  we  were  offering  sug- 
gestions to  Mr.  Edmonds  in  order  that  he  might  answer.    - 

The  Chairman:  Yon  didn't  offer  any  suggestions,  but  there 
were  one  or  two  remarks  that  were  in  the  form  of  a  suggestion. 

(The  statement  of  the  chairman  referred  to  read  by  the  re- 
porter, i 

Mr.  Bray:     That  is  too  amusing  to  pay  attention  to. 

Q.   Yon  say  yon  haven't  any  desire  to  answer  that  question? 

A.  1  would  like  to  say.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  while  I  have  en- 
deavored to  answer  every  question  just  as  fairly  as  I  know  how. 
and  haven't  attempted  to  conceal  anything  in  connection  with  this 
"/bole  matter,  I  don't  think  that  your  question  was  just  or  asked 
as  it  should  be.  I  am  willing  to  answer  anything  that  yon  put  to 
me.  I  am  willing  to  make  this  explanation  ;  I  want  to  say  that — I 
won't  make  my  statement  quite  so  strong — if  there  is  a  possibility 
that  at  some  other  time  than  the  meeting  in  my  room  in  the  Park 
Hotel,  Mr.  Blaine  had  any  conversation  with  me,  1  am  entirely 
without  recollection  .of  it.  1  don't  believe  I  ever  talked  with  him 
at  any  other  time  than  that.  Now  when  1  made  the  statement 
saying  absolutely  that  I  didn't,  possibly  that  is  putting  it  a  little 
strong.  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  having  talked  to  him  at 
any  other  time  except  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Whitman  in  my 
room. 

Q.  Then  it  is  possible  that  Mr.  Blaine  did  have  a  conversation 
with  yon  on  one  of  the  days  of  the  convention  in  the  lobby  of  the 
Park  Hotel  ? 

A.   My  memory  isn't  infallible,  but  1  don't  believe  it. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Read  the  question,  please. 

(Question  read.) 

O.  It  has  been  suggested  here  that  there  were  not  hundreds  of 
incidents  here  connected  with  this  campaign  that  yon  didn't  recol- 
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lect.  It  is  a  fact,  Mr.  Edmonds,  isn't  it.  that  you  have  stated  here 
repeatedly  that  there  are  and  have  been  a  great  many  incidents 
with  reference  to  this  campaign  which  you  have  stated  that  vim 
•couldn't  recall  just  what  the  conversation  was.  or  just  who  a  cer- 
tain man  was.  or  where  he  was  from,  or  what  the  expenditure 
was  for? 

A.    I  presume  there  are  some  cases. 

O.  Well,  there  are  a  great  many  cases? 

A.   T  am  sure  I  don't  remember  every  instance. 

O.  I  say  there  are  a  great  many  cases  that  have  already  hap- 
pened in  this  examination  here  in  which  you  have  been  unable  to 
tell  from  your  memory  just  what  did  happen  and  just  what  did 
not  happen  ? 

A.  If  you  mean  to  insinuate  that  I  have  purposely  forgotten  or 
attempted  to  convey  that  idea.  why.  1  assure  you  that  I  have  not. 

O.  There  was  no  intimation  of  that  kind.      Read  the  question! 

I  Question  read. ) 

O.  Where  you  have  been  unable  to  do  so? 

A.  O,  yes.  certainly. 

Q.  And  I  am  not  intimating  that  that  is  anything  strange  or  un- 
usual. I  am  merely  calling  your  attention  to  that  fact  in  connec- 
tion with  your  positive  statement  that  you  had  no  conversation 
with  Mr.  Blaine  at  a  certain  time? 

A.  I  felt  so  positive,  and  I  do  still,  and  I  want  to  make  it  just 
as  strong  as  possible.  I  don't  believe  there  is  a  possibility  i  f  my 
having  talked  with  him  at  any  other  time. 

O.  Do  you  remember  ever  having  a  conversation  with  him  in 
which  you  suggested  to  him  that  he  was  a  friend  of  Mr.  Ekern's 
and  that  you  wished  that  he  would  use  his  influence  to  pursuade 
Mr.  Ekern  not  to  run  as  an  independent  candidate  ?  I  am  not  ask- 
ing this  for  the  subject  matter  of  it ;  just  to  refresh  your  recollec- 
tion ? 

A.  I  don't  recall  any  instance.  Can  you  tell  me,  Senator,  if 
possible,  where  I  did  talk  with  him?  If  so.  1  would  be  glad  to 
have  my  memory  refreshed. 

O.  The  place  1  have  in  mind  and  the  time  is  the  second  day  of 
the  convention  in  the  lobby  of  the  Park  Hotel. 

A.  Well,  as  I  say.  I  am  sure  I  did  not,  but,  as  you  say,  there  is  a 
possibility.     I  don't  believe  that  I  did  have  any  such  conversation. 

O.  It's  in  connection  with  that  conversation  that  ]  understand 
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Senator  Blaine  claims  that  yon  told  him  approximately  how  mucin 
you  thought  had  been  spent  in  the  campaign. 

Mr.  Bray  :  Did  Senator  Blaine  say  that  he  had  a  conversation 
in  the  lobby  of  the  Park  Hotel  with  Mr.  Edmonds? 

The  Chairman  :     That  statement  was  made  to  me. 

Mr.  Edmonds:  May  I  make  an  explanation  on  the  stand?  I 
was  in  the  room  when  the  statement  was  made  that  on  the  after- 
noon of  the  day  of  the  convention  Senator  Blaine  said  that  I  told' 
him  about  this  $106,000,  and  when  I  make  the  statement  so  posi- 
tively it  is  because  I  remember  this  particular  time  when  1  met 
mm  m  my  room,  and  J  don't  believe  that  I  ever  talked  with  him  ax 
any  other  time. 

Mr.  Bray:     The  convention  lasted  two  days,  didn't  it? 

Mr.  Edmonds:  Yes.  sir,  1  think  so.  Now  may  I  make  the  ex- 
planation- that  while  Mr.  Blaine  has  made  charges  against  me  in 
connection  with  Senator  Stephenson's  campaign  which  would 
make  any  man  who  claims  to  be  honest  feel  very  much  put  out,  to 
say  the  least.  1  haven't  any  desire  to  place  him  before  the  com- 
mittee as  being  a  liar,  it  is  not  my  intention  but  I  make  the  state- 
ment because  I  believe  it  to  be  absolutely  true,  that  he  is  mistaken ; 
I  know  that  he  is  mistaken  with  regard  to  the  amount  stated  to 
him  at  that  time.  It  must  be  that  at  some  later  date  he  heard 
from  some  source  of  this  $106,000.  1  couldn't  have  stated  it  at 
that  time,  because  I  didn't  know  it.  That's  why  I  was  positive 
that  he  was  mistaken  in  the  whole  matter  and  why  it  was  easier 
for  me  to  make  the  statement  that  I  never  had  seen  him  at  any 
other  time,  because  I  didn't  recollect  it.  and  I  don't  now. 

Mr.  Bray:  Mr.  Edmonds  is  more  modest  than  I  am.  That  is. 
just  the  desire  I  have. 

Mr.  Ingalls  :     You  mustn't  express  it. 

Q.  Well,  it  is  the  part  of  the  testimony  in  which  you  are  posi- 
tive that  yon  didn't  have  any  conversation  of  any  kind,  that  was 
the  part  I  was  getting  at  ? 

A.   I  see. 

O.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  didn't  know  that  the  ex- 
penditure reached  one  hundred  and  seven  or  one  hundred  and 
eight  thousand  dollars  until  the  general  election? 

A.  Somewhere  near  the  general  election.  Along  after  the  pri- 
mary campaign. 

O.   Well,  isn't  it  true  that  this  account  was  made  out,  and  the 
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advisability  discussed  as  to  whether  it  would  be  filed  or  not,  prior 
io  the  general  election"'' 

A.   I  don't  think  so.      I  didn't  see  it. 

Q-    In  your  office,  as  chairman  of  the  state  central  committee? 

A.    No,  sir. 

O.  Not  before  the  general  election? 

A.    Xo,  sir.  I  don't  think  so. 
(  Question  read  as  follows : 

Q.  Didn't  you  have  in  your  office  an  account  there  which  pur- 
ported to  be  the  account  of  Senator  Stephenson's  campaign  ex- 
penses, and  wasn't  it  discussed  between  you  and  some  other  mem- 
bers of  the  state  central  committee — another  member  at  least  of 
the  state  central  committee — as  to  whether  it  was  good  policy  to 
file  that  before  the  general  election  or  after  it?) 

A.  I  don't  recall.  Probably  T  would  if  you  tell  me  the  name  of 
some  one  who  was  present  or  with  whom  1  talked. 

Q.  Well.  I  would  like  to  have  you  remember  it  without  that  if 
you  can. 

A.  I  am  very  sure  before  the  general  election  I  discussed  the 
advisability  of  filing  the  expense  account  of  Mr.  Stephenson. 

O.  And  at  that  time  that  you  discussed  it.  hadn't  it  been  then 
determined  that  the  approximate  amount  of  it  was  $107,000? 

A.  I  really  don't  remember. 

O.  And  didn't  you  have  the  account  right  there  in  your  office 
and  discussed  it  with  Max  Sells,  a  member  of  the  state  central 
committee,  and  discussed  the  advisabilitv  or  the  policy  of  filing  it 
before  the  general  election  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  recall.  T  may  have  discussed  it  with  Max 
Sells;  I  have  no  reason  for  denying  that  I  had  at  least,  or  anv 
other  member  of  the  committee. 

Q.  Isn't  that  a  matter  which  ought  to  have  impressed  itself  on 
your  memory  as  much  as  to  whether  or  not  you  had  a  conversa- 
tion with  Senator  Blaine  or  not? 

A.  Possibly;  although  I  don't  know.  [  discussed  that  matter 
of  filing  the  expense  account  with  various  individuals. 

O.  And  didn't  you  have  that  expense  account  in  your  office 
when  you  were  discussing  it? 

A.   I  didn't  have  a  complete  account. 

Q.  Didn't  you  have  an  expense  account  which  showed  an  ap- 
proximate expenditure  of  $107,000? 

A.   T  did  not. 
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O.   In  your  office  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  And  didn't  yon  show  it  to  Max  Sells? 

A.    I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  yon  show  the  account  or  a  partial  account  of  it  to  him. 
of  this  expenditure? 

A.  1  don't  know,  I  may  have  talked  with  him.  L  know  I  had 
partial  reports,  partial  statements. 

Q.  And  didn't  yon  have  statements  that  then  amounted  to  over 
a  hundred  thousand  dollars,  when  you  talked  with  Max  Sells? 

A.  I  am  sure  I  don't  recollect.  1  am  sure  it  wasn't  anywhere 
near  one  hundred  <ix  or  one  hundred  seven  thousand  dollars,  be- 
cause 1  didn't  know  of  several  large  items.  That  is  why  1  am  so- 
certain  about  the  amount.  Senator. 

<_).  Well,  you  can't  recollect  then  what  the  amount  of  this  ac- 
count was  at  the  time  you  discussed  the  policy  of  filing  it? 

A.    No,  sir,  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  !)<>  you  know  whether  it  was  over  $100, 000  or  not  at  that 
time .' 

A.  Well,  1  don't  nt  that  particular  time,  because  I  know 
earlier  and  before  I  had  seen  any  statement  ;i1  all  or  talked  with 
anyone.  1  thought  the  amount  would  run  up  pretty  close  to 
$100,000. 

Mr.  Whitman:     At  what  time? 

The  Chairman:  Al  the  time  I  am  referring  to  when  it  was 
discussed  some  time  before  the  election. 

Mr.    Whitman:     That    is.    after    the    platform    convention — 

The  Chairman:     Well,  1  don't  know  the  exact  date. 

A.  Well.  I  made  the  statement  regarding  the  general  elec- 
tion.— it  was  approximate,  not  definite, — but  it  was  not  at  this 
fame,  I  am  very  sure,  because.  Senator,  the  only  paper  or  only 
record   or  statement  of  any  account   that   I  saw  at  that  time — 

(I  At  what  time? 

A.  At  the  time  of  the  primary  platform  convention,  that  is 
the  time  that  Blaine  says  I  told  him  this,  are  the  figures  that  Mr. 
Sackett  had — 

Q.  I  am  not  talking  about  that  time  now.  I  am  talking  about 
the  time  when  this  question  was  discussed  between  you  and 
Max  Sells  and  others  as  to  whether  this  expense  account  should 
be  then  filed  or  not.  and  it  was  decided  as  a  matter  of  policy 
that  it  should  not  be  filed. 
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A.  I  don't  want  to  make  the  statement  that  at  any  definite  or 
particular  time  I  learned  of  the  exact  amount,  whether  it  was 
exactly  the  third  day  of  November,  or  about  that  time,  but'  I 
know  that  it  wasn't  at  the  time  of  the  platform  convention, 
it  was  some  time  after  that? 

A.  Yes.     Just  when.  I  am  not  sure. 

Q.  Then,  as  I  understand  it.  you  don't  dispute  hut  what  at 
some  time  before  the  general  election  you  had  an  account  of 
some  kind,  whether  it  was  complete  or  not.  and  that  you  dis- 
cussed the   advisability  of  filing  it   at   that  time.' 

A.  That  I  don't  deny   a   statement  of  that  kind? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Xo.  I  don't  deny  a  statement  of  that  kind. 

By  Senator  Husting : 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  when  this  conversation  was  had  with  you 
in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Whitman,  what  time  of  day  that  was, 
forenoon  or  afternoon. 

A.  My  recollection  was  it  was  in  the  afternoon.  That  is  why 
it  appealed  to  me  now  as  being  impossible  that  I  made  that 
statement. 

Q.  This  was  Mr.  Blaine's  testimony  (page  620)  "Q.  And 
when  did  you  learn  this  from  Mr.  Edmonds.'  A.  I  learned  it 
on  the  afternoon  of  the  day  of  the  platform  convention." 

A.  And  I  knew  that  that  was  the  day  that  T  met  him. 

Q.  Well,  there  were  two  days  of  the  platform  convention. 

A.  Yes.  and  it  would  be  an  opportunity  for  him  to  deny  that 
this  was  the  time 

After  a  short   recess: 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Referring  to  these  cashiers'  checks,  which  I  understood 
were  given  back  to  you  or  were  not  used,  amounting  to  some 
$5,000  or  something  near  that — 

A.  Yes.   I  thought  $4,900  was  the  testimony. 

Q.  $4.1)00.  Are  these  all  alike,  that  is.  were  they  issued  for 
the  same  general  purpose  that  you  have  spoken  of.  that  is,  to 
take  care  of  bills  which  you  thought  had  been  run  and  in  favor 
of  parties  to  whom  you  thought  you  were  indebted  as  manager 
of  the  campaign,  and  held  by  you  and  not  used? 

A.  Yes.  all  that  were  indorsed   by  me.  yes.  sir. 
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ing 

Q.  These  arc  the  ones:  C.  C.  Wellengard,  R.  L.  Morse,  G.  H. 
Moore,  American  Express  Company,  E.  A.  Edmonds.  M.  C. 
Ring,  E.  A.  Morse.  AY.  Alexander,  and  others,  amounting-  to 
$4,900? 

A.  "Well,  I  will  say  in  explanation.  Senator,  if  those  checks 
\vm>  the  ones  which  were  indorsed  by  me  and  sent  hack  to  the 
bank    they  were  never  used  for  any  other  purpose. 

(^.   Well,  some  of  them  are  marked:  "Not  usee],  returned  by 
Mr.   Sackett,"  and  some  of  these   are   indorsed  with  the   name 
of  the  party  to  whom  they  were  issued  by  E.  A.  Edmonds. 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now  does  that  distinguish  them  in  any  way.  those  two  dif- 
ferent  kinds  of   indorsements.' 

A.  Xo.  1  think  not.  Well,  that  is.  the  two  indorsements 
would  mean  the  same  thing.  They  may  have  gone  hack  to  my 
personal  account,  or  have  gone  hack  to  the  general  account  and 
been  reissued,  hut  those  particular  cheeks,  cashiers'  checks, 
were  never  sent  out.  Ts  that  the  question  that  you  wanted  me 
to  answer  .' 
Q.  Part  of  it. 

A.  They  were  never  used  for  any  other  purpose,  except  in 
one  of  the   two   ways  I  mention. 

Q.  Were  they  cashed  by  you  or  converted  into  any  other 
form  by  you  .' 

A.  No.  sir.  in  no  other  way.  except  to  go  to  the  general  ac- 
count again  or  to  my  personal  account  and  checked  out — no 
cash. 

Q.  Now  take  this  one  to  C.  C.  Wellensgard.  for  instance. 
$250,   August  27th. 

Mr.  Ilyzer:     Give  the  date.  Senator.' 

A.  August  27th.  1908.  number  .'W798.  That  was  the  second 
issued  to  him  before  that  for  between  two  and  three  hundred 
dollars  ? 

A.  No.  this  was  the  first  one  that  I  know  of.  at  least, 
Q.  This  was  issued  to  him  before  the  one  you  had  on  your 
expense  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  should  say  so.  My  recollection  K  Senator — ■ 
you  will  note  that  that  is  very  close  to  the  end  of  the  campaign, 
but  about  that  time  I  learned  that  Mr.  Wellensgard  had  been 
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arranged  with  for  certain  expenditures  in  his  county  by  Mr. 
Sackett,  as  he  explained  today,  consequently  a  check-  was  drawn, 
not  knowing  the  amount  that  would  be — whether  I  consulted 
with  Mr.  Sacketl  as  to  the  amount  or  not  al  that  time.  I  don'1 
know. 

Q.  And  why  didn't  you  make  use  of  this  in  settling  with  Mr. 
Wellensgard  .' 

A.  lie  never  came  in  up  to  that  time  and  there  were  other 
demands  and  1  put  it  hack  into  the  bank  and  checked  out 
against    it   the  same   ;is    1    did   with   the  others. 

Q.  It  was  issued  on  August  27th  and  seems  to  have  been  pad 
August  29th,  only  two  days  Later? 

A.     Yes. 

Q.  And  you  think  thai  something  happened  between  August 
27th   and    August   29th  .' 

A.  As  I  explained,  Senator,  the  hist  few  days  of  the  campaign 
Mr.  Puelicher  was  away  and  these  checks  were  deposited  be- 
cause certain  other  sums  had  to  be  paid  at  that  time — I  felt 
that  they  had  to  at  least — and  I  didn't  have  to  my  credit  a 
sufficient  amount  to  pay  them  and  so  deposited  these,  making 
the  explanation  to  Puelicher  when  he  returned. 

Q.  Well,  why  did  you  endorse  some  of  these  like  the  Wellens- 
gard ones,  and  not  others,  like  the  C.  M.  Jonson.  one? 

A.  Well,  possibly  if  that  is  one  of  those  of  which  Mr.  Sacketl 
made   a   notation     he  took   it    hack'. 

Q.  From  whom  .' 

A.  From  me  .' 

Q.  From  you. 

A.  0.  yes.  they  never  left  the  office,  any  of  these  cheeks,  1 
understand. 

Q.  They  were  left   in  your  office? 

A.  No.  except  to  go  to  the  hank.  They  were  never  sent  out 
to  the  persons  to  whom  they  were  made  payable.  T  think, 
Senator,  as  a  banking  proposition  that  may  be — is  irregular. 
1  took  the  position,  however,  that  since  1  had  asked  for  drafts 
or  cashiers'  checks  on  the  bank  that  it  was  all  right,  and  they 
never  had  been  used,  that  it  was  all  right  for  me  to  endorse 
them  and  put  them  into  the  fund  again,  and  I  consulted  .Mr. 
Puelicher  at  the  time  or  a  little  later,  and  while  there  seemed 
to  be  a  little  question  about  its  being  exactly  regular,  my  author- 
51 
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ity  for  signing  anyone  else's  name  by  myself,  he  thought  that 
was  a  proper  explanation — at  least  I  did — or  a  sufficient  ex- 
planation. 

Q.  When  you  turned  these  hack  to  the  hank  how  did  you  get 
credit   for  them  at   the  hank  .' 

A.   I  put  them  in  my  personal  account. 

Q.   And  did  you  have  a  book  in  which  the  credit  was  entered  .' 

A.  A  bank  hook.'  No,  sir.  The  only  way  it  would  appear 
would  be  on  the  stub  of  a  check  hook  or  on  the  hack  of  the  stub 
showing  the  deposit.  I  think  you  will  see  on  the  back  of  the 
stub  where  that  was  deposited.  I  see  $1,300  at  one  time  and 
$900  at  another. 

Q.  During  all  this  transaction  in  which  you  paid  out  person- 
ally, aside  from  this  campaign  fund,  something  over  ten  thou- 
sand—something over  $11.000 — you  didn't  have  any  bank  hook 
al    all? 

A.  No.  sir,  I  didn't  have  a  bank  book. 

(L».  And  only  kepi  track  of  it  by  what  you  entered  on  the 
stuhs  of  your   checks  .' 

A.  Yes.  That  was  reasonable  in  that  instance  too.  because 
in  the  National  Exchange  Bank  I  had  hut  the  one  deposit. 
They  asked  me  if  I  wanted  a  book,  I  told  them  that  would  be 
the  only  deposit,  and  didn't  take  any.  In  the  case  of  the  .Mar- 
shall &  Ilsley  Bank  it  wasn't  supposed,  either  by  me  or  anyone 
else,  that  1  would  have  to  exceed  a  thousand  dollars,  and  that 
would  lie  two  deposits  and  only  as  1  explained  to  you  did  it 
happen  that  there  was  more  than  that   deposited. 

Q.  These  vouchers  that  I  have  just  been  asking  you  about, 
which  you  say  were  not  used  were  deposited  in  Marshall  & 
llsley's   hank   to  your  credit? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  either  to  my  credit,  or  possibly — those  that  Mr. 
Saekett  signed,  possibly  they  went  hack  to  the  general  fund. 
I  am  not  sure. 

Q.  Well,  it  must  be,  then,  that  there  was  a  deposit  made  by 
Senator  Stephenson,  either  in  the  hank  or  in  this  envelope  in 
the  hank  where  the  account  was  kept,  along  later  than  the 
last  of  August  to  take  care  of  these  expenditures  that  were 
made  later  .' 

A.  Well,  I 'don't  know  as  to  that,  of  course,  hut  Mr.  Pue- 
licher  must  have  had  some  arrangements,  either  overdrew  his 
account,  or  else  he  did  deposit. 
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Q.  Thai  is.  there  wouldn't  be  any  advantage  to  yon  to  return 
this  Wellensgard  check  of  $250  to  the  bank  to  make  up  the 
deficiency,  if  there  was  any  in  the  hank  account,  and  then  after- 
wards give  him  another — that  wouldn't  help  the  hank  account, 

would   il  .' 

A.   Unless  there  was  another  deposit — no,  certainly   not. 

Q.  I  notice  one  to  E.  A.  Morse,  $300.  in  that  lot  of  checks. 
Vt'as  there  a  later  one  issued  to  take  the  place  of  that? 

A.  My  recollection  is  that  there  is  a  check  for  $2.1.  something 
of   that    kind.     That    is   all    the   charge   that   he   had. 

Q.  Was  that    Congressman    Morse? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Air.  Intra  lis:  Is  that  all  Ik.'  got — Morse — is  that  all  the  money 
that    was   paid   to   him  .' 

A.  The  only  amount  Congressman  Morse  gol  was  the  $27,  o> 
whatever  the  amount   is  that  appeal's  in  here    (Exhibit  49). 

.Mr.    [ngalls:     I   believe  he  said  $300. 

A.  As  1  understand,  that  was  endorsed  and  returned  to  the 
hank,  was  it  not  ? 

Q.  Endorsed  by  yon.   I  think. 

A.  Yes.  he  never  received  that.  And  I  want  to  make  that 
explanation  regarding  it.  that  there  s  no  question  about  his 
having  received  more  than  the  item  that  is  explained  in  here 
(Exhibit   40).      It    was   a    very   small    amount. 

Q.  I  don't  know  whether  yon  have  explained  why  you  had 
your  money  in  two  different  hanks — why  it  wasn't  all  dune 
through  the  Marshall  &   [lsley   Bank? 

A.    I   think   I   made  an  explanation  of  that  kind  yesterday. 

Q.   Your  $.").(><)<)  was   in  the— 

A.   National    Exchange  Bank. 

Q.  And  the  balance  of  the  $11,000  was  in  the  Marshall  & 
I  lsley   Hank:' 

A.    Yes. 

Q.  I  don't  remember  your  explanation.  Will  you  state  it 
again  ? 

A.  I  would  prefer  not  to  do  that.  It  is  on  the  record,  and  I 
haven't  any  change  to  make. — if  that  would  he  as  satisfactory 
to  yon. 

Q.  I  don't  think  that  that  is  the  suhstance  of  your  explana- 
tion at  that  time.  1  remember  of  your  telling  why  you  had 
an  account  of  your  own.  rather  than  drawing  from  this  general 


804      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

fund,  but  I  don't  remember  of  your  telling  why  you  had  an  ac- 
count in  two  different  "banks? 

A.  No.  I  explained  definitely  in  answer  to  your  question  or 
Senator  Morris'  yesterday  as  to  the  reason  for  putting  it  in 
the  other  bank. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  The  reason  was  given  all  right,  that  is.  you 
gave  it.  but  why  didn't  yon  have  both  in  one  bank  instead  of 
two  ? 

A.    I    don't    know    why. 

Mr.    [ngalls:     Well,   that    was  the   question. 

A.   1  don't  why.  except  for  the  reason  given  yesterday. 

ty.  That  reason  you  gave  yesterday  wouldn't  apply  to  this 
question:  Why  didn't  you  have  it  all  in  the  National  Ex- 
change Bank  :' 

A.  Oh.  I  see,  1  get  the  idea  now,  I  didn't  get  il  at  first.  This 
amount  was  placed  to  my  credil  in  this  bank  by  Mr.  Puelicher, 
this  $500  first,  and  I  kept  it  there. 

0.   Afterwards  it   was  increased  to  over  $5000? 

A.  That  was  replenished  by  Mr.  Puelicher  placing  to  my 
credit  as  my  account  ran  low.  two  or  three  or  five  hundred  dol- 
lars more,  whatever  the  amount  was.  Then  I  didn't  want  to 
place  these  drafts  in  the  other  hank,  because  had  I  done  so  it 
would  have  looked  as  though  I  tried — I  don't  know  that  this 
ran  through  my  mind  —  1  didn't  want  to  put  that  money  in 
another  hank  and  make  it  appeal-  to  Mr.  Puelicher  as  though 
f  didn't  want  him  to  know  about  it.  I  would  have  a  hesitancy 
aboul  doing  that.  I  assume.  The  cashiers'  checks  were  on  the 
Marshall  &  Elsley  Bank,  and  as  long  as  1  had  an  account 
there  it  would  he  more  natural  for  me  to  have  it  in  there. 
Doesn't  that  answer  your  question? 

Q.  [  think  perhaps  in  connection  with  what  you  stated  yester- 
day it  does.  Where  is  the  cheek  hook  from  which  these  stubs 
that  you  produced  her< — where  is  the  stub  book? 

A.   I    don't    know. 

Q.   Where   did   you   get   these   stubs? 

A.  Air.  Puelicher  gave  me  those  T  think  here  yesterday  and 
I  hadn't  seen  them  and  they  were  in  that  form  at  that  time: 
I  hadn't  seen  them  since  I  left  them  in  the  office. 

Q.  Mr.  Puelicher.  will  you  tell  us  where  the  stub  hook  is  from 
which  these  were  torn,  these  stubs  amounting  to  $822.15? 
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Mr.  Puelicher:  You  mean  the  balance  of  these  stub  books, 
Senator .' 

Q.  Yes. 

Mr.  Puelicher:     Those  were  found  in  just  that  condition. 

Q.   Well,  they  are  torn  from  some  check  book,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  Puelicher:  I  presume  so.  I  haven't  seen  them  in  any 
oilier  condition  than  just  stuck  in  the  rest  of  that  stub  book. 

Mr.  Edmonds:  I  may  have  done  that  in  leaving"  it  in  my 
desk,  possibly. 

Q.  That  is.  yon  may  have  torn  these  out  of  some  check  book, 
the  stubs  out  ? 

A.  If  so.  it  was  the  time  I  left  it.  about  the  3rd  or  4th  of 
September.  I  haven't  seen  it  since,  and  I  haven't  any  recol- 
lection. 

Q.   That  is  quite  an  unusual  thing,  isn't  it,  to  tear  stubs  out? 

A.   I  should  think  so.     Are  those  torn  out.  Senator? 

Q.  I  should  say  from  the  ragged  edges  that  they  are. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  don't  think  that  is  possible,  because  they  are 
dated  later  than  the  3rd  of  September. 

Q.  Yes.  they  are  dated  all  in  September:  that  is.  from  the 
3rd.  5th.  up  to  the  11th  of  September. 

A.  Yes,  sir.  you  will  note  that  my  other  check  book  rail  out 
after  the  1st  of  September  and  these  were  used  to  pay  bills 
during  the  last  two  or  three  days  that  I  was  in  Milwaukee. 

Q.  Well,  then  you  couldn't  have  run  these  out  before  you 
left  the  office,  because  they  appear  to  have  been  issued  later 
than  the  time  you   left  the  office? 

A.  I  don't  remember  just  what  date  those  were  issued  or  just 
when    I    left.     It  was   only  three  or  four  days. 

Q.  I  thought  you  left  immediately  after  the  primary  ? 

A.  No.  I  was  there  two.  three  or  four  days  closing  np  affairs. 

Q.  Until  the  1th.  5th  or  6th  .' 

A.  Yes.    I   should   think   something   along   that    time. 

Q.  And  you  have  no  idea.  I  understand,  and  Mr.  Puelicher 
has  no  idea  where  the  stub  book  is  from  which  these  are  torn? 

A.   I  haven  't.  no.  sir. 

The  Chairman:  I  want  to  have  those  marked  as  Exhibits 
by  the  reporter. 

Marked  Exhibits  50  to  59.  inclusive. 

The  Chairman:  The  stubs  that  I  have  just  been  referring  to 
are  those  marked  Exhibits  50  to  59. 
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Q.  This  stub  book  of  yours  which  you  used  in  issuing  cheeks 
ou  the  Marshall  &  ifsley  Bank.  I  see  there  is  one  torn  out  and 
three  pinned  together  here.  Those  that  are  pinned  together, 
did  they  have  anything  to  do  with  the  campaign  ! 

A.  Oh,  yes,  they  are  in  the  statement,  and  I  don't  know  of 
any  reason  for  their  being  pinned  together:  1  didn't  do  it:  but 
I  took  the  pin  out  yesterday  to  determine — I  think  they  are  all 
either  to  myself  or  Mr.  Sackett.     There  is  one  item — 

Q.  There  is  a  *4<><>  item.' 

A.    Yes. 

Q.  Did  the  one  tern  out  have  anything  to  do  with  the  cam- 
paign .' 

A.  1  haven't  any  recollection,  but  from  the  fact  that  the  num- 
bers are  in  order.  I  should  say  not  ;  1  presume  that  one  was  de- 
stroyed. 

Q.  What  does  this  mean  "No.  2  account "  in  lead  pencil  on 
sine    of    these    checks' 

A.  I  have  a  personal  account  and  have  had  tor  si  a:e  years  in 
the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank,  so  that  when  1  checked  out  of  this 
account    il    was  always  "  E.   A.   Edmonds.   \\>.  2." 

Q.  Well,  some  id'  these  are  marked  "No.  2  account"  and 
some  are  not.  Weren't  they  all  drawn  upon  the  same  account, 
that  is.  some  of  these  stubs  that  I  have  just  referred  to  as  hav- 
ing been  torn  out .' 

A.  Yes,  all  of  them.  i  don't  understand  why  on  the  stub 
it  should  have  been  marked  "No.  2."  but  on  the  check  that  was 
drawn  it  was  always  "No.  2"  when  it  referred  to  this  account; 
otherwise  I  would  have  been  paying  it  out  of  my  personal  ac- 
count. 

Q.  Your  No.  1  account  was  an  individual  account  of  your 
own  .' 

A.  Yes.  that  I  have  had  in  the  bank  for  several  years.  I 
would  like  to  make  an  explanation  if  yon  would  like  it.  that  in 
no  instance  was  any  Stephenson  mioney  put  into  my  account. 
and  never  was  checked  out. 

0.   Of  your  No.   1   account  .' 

A.  Of  my  No.  1  account. 

Q.  From  what  check  book  was  this  balance  sent  to  Isaac 
Stephenson?  I  notice  you  have  a  lead  pencil  memorandum,  you 
had  when  you  were  testifying  yesterday.  "October,  check  to 
balance  sent  I.  S.,  $445.03." 
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A.  That  was  a  check  without  any  stub,  written  on  a  check 
without  any  stub,  that  I  go1  from  the  hank  for  that  particular 
purpose.  This  was  the  last  check — the  other  one — and  I  made 
the  deposit  there  of  the  $200  and  then  sent  down   for  a  check. 

(^.  I  have  forgotten  whether  you  said  you  employed  -Mr.  H. 
A.  Bowman  yourself  or  whether  some  of  the  other  gentlemen 
did  that? 

A.  I  don't  remember  that  there  was  any  employment  of 
Mr.  Bowman,  hut  I  am  quite  sure  that  I  paid  him.  and  just  for 
what  purpose  I  don't  recollect.  I  think  it  says  "In  Waukesha, 
county." 

Q.  There  are  at  least  two  items  charged  to  him.  aren't  there, 
on  the  account  ? 

A.  Well,    possibly.     I    don't    recollect. 

Q.  Wasn't  he  one  who  travelled  around  the  state  a  good  deal, 
rather  than  confining  his  work  to  one  county  .' 

A.  Well.   I   don't   think   so.     Possibly. 

Q.   His  item  was  over  $400,  as  you  recollect  it.' 

A.  I  don't  think  it.  That  wouldn't  he  as  I  recollect  it.  Sen- 
ator. 

By  .Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  "F|:>nd  du  Lac  county,  B.  II.  Morse,  $250."  Do  you 
know   what  that   is .; 

A.  A  draft  or  cashier's  check  sent  him.  I  think. 

Q.  Who  is  B.  II.  Morse? 

A.  B.  H.  Morse  had  charge  of  our  work  there  in  Fond  du 
Lac  county. 

Q.  Any  relation  to  the  congressman? 

A.   I  don't  think  so. 

Mr.    Bray:     No.    he    isn't.     I    know   that. 

Senator  Husting:  I  understood  that  Roy  Morse  and  E.  A. 
Morse  were  brothers. 

Mr.  Bray:  1  have  known  him  for  about  ten  years  and  I  am 
sure  he  isn't.     I  may  be  mistaken  though. 

(L>.  What  is  his  business  up  there  .7 

A.  lie  is  an  attorney  up  there. 

Q.  What  place  does  he  live   in.  in  Bond  du   Lac  county.' 

A.  Fond  du  Lac. 

Q.  And   the   congressman,    where    does   he    live,    Antigo? 
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A.  Antigo. 

Q.  Well,  there  is  *27  to  him  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.     What  is  that  for.  if  you  remember  1 

A.  I  don't  recollect,  except  that  Mr.  Morse  wrote  me  perhaps 
a  month  ago  when  there  was  talk  of  this  investigation  and  said 
he  would  like  to  have  me  state  fully  that  he  had  an  itemized 
statement  of  this  $27  that  he  had  expended  if  we  would  like  it. 

(x>.  lie   was  for   Stephenson,    was  he? 

A.  Yes.  sir.      I  talked  with  him  at  different  times  by   "phone. 

Q.  In  the  primary  campaign? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  that  was  tor  expenses  that  he  incurred  in  that  cam- 
paign ? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

By  Senator  Hosting : 

().  Why  was  his  bill  so  much  less  than  you  anticipated? 

A.  Why,  Senator,  I  talked  with  him  two  or  three  times  or  more 
by  'phone,  and  I  didn't  have  anyone  else  looking  after  the  local 
campaign  of  .Mr.  Stephenson  there  in  Langlade  county,  and  I  had 
no  idea  that  the  amount  would  be  so  small.  I  didn't,  however, 
know  anything  about  how  much  it  would  be. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

(J.  Is  this  Bowman  that  you  gave  something  to  yourself  from 
your  personal  account,  the  same  Bcwman  whose  name  appears 
here  in  this  statement  which  was  filed  1 

A.  Well,  are  the  initia's  "H.  A.'    in  both  instances? 

(J.  (  me  is  Harry  Bowman  and  the  other  is  H.  A. 

A.  Well.  1  should  think  they  are  the  same,  though  I  didn't 
recollect  having  given  him  anything  but  the  one  tune. 

(J.  Did  you  know  that  he  was  traveling  about  the  state  as  one 
of  the  officers  of  the  state,  as  a  game  warden,  when  you  employed 
him  ? 

A.  Well,  as  I  say.  Senator,  I  don't  think  1  employed  him.  but 
I  knew  that  he  was  game  warden. 

Q.  And  you  gave  him  ouq  of  your  personal  checks  early  in -the 
campaign  ? 

A.   I  am  not  sure  as  to  that,  but  if  the  record  shows  it.  I  did. 
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Q.  Harry  Bowman  ? 

A.  Yes. 
.  .Q.And  at  that  time  I  say  did  you  know  this? 

A.  Oh,  I  think  so,  I  am  not  positive  of  that  particular  time, 
hut  1  think  so. 

O-  Well,  then,  if  you  knew  that  he  was  traveling  anoui  and  i,i 
different  towns  practically  every  day  throughout  the  state,  you 
would  hardly  think  that  he  was  to  work  in  one  particular  county? 

A.  Possibly  I  didn't  answer  your  question  just  as  I  should,  i 
knew  that  he  was  a  game  warden.     That  is  what  1  meant. 

Q.  Hut  you  didn't  know  that  he  was  one  who  was  in  a  different 
town  nearly  every  day  in  the  month? 

A.   Xo,  I  don't  know  that.      I  didn't  know  that  he  was. 

O.  I  have  his  account  before  me  showing  where  he  was  each 
day.  and  I  notice  that  he  was  at  Marinette  by  order  of  the  de- 
partment on  at  least  one  of  these  days.  Did  you  have  anything 
to  do  with  sending  him  to  Marinette? 

A.   Xo. 

Q.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  sending  him  anywhere, 
or  was  he  authorized  to  go  wherever  he  wanted  to? 

A.  I  think  he  was  anthorized  to  go  wherever  he  wanted  to,  as 
far  as  I  know. 

O.  And  spend  the  money  and  use  his  influence  in  whatever 
form  he  saw  fit  ? 

A.  Well,  as  T  said,  I  don't  recollect  having  made  any  definite 
arrangement  with  him,  except  that  I  paid  him  some  afterwards, 
as  I  remember  it. 

O.  Did  you  make  arrangements  with  him  through  J.  W.  Stone, 
the  state  game  warden,  cr  did  you  make  arrangement-  with  him 
direct  ? 

A.   I  made  arrangements  with  him  direct. 

O.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  recommended  to  you  by  Mr. 
Stone  or  not,  or  was  he  a  former  acquaintance  of  vours? 

A.  He  was  a  former  acquaintance  of  mine. 

The  Chairman  :      I  think  that  is  all  1  care  to  ask  him. 

Mr.  Edmonds:  Senator,  may  I  make  an  explanation?  In  that 
statement  I  noticed  one  item  vesterday  of  moneys  paid,  or  two 
or  three  items,  two  items.  I  believe,  moneys  paid  T.  J.  and  I.  T. 
Sexton.  Xow,  one  of  these  gentlemen  is  in  the  office  of  Mr. 
Purtell.  and  they  are  brothers,  and  he  isn't  the  one  who  received 
52 
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the  money.  (  hily  one  man  received  money;  whether  that  is  J.  T. 
or  T.  J.,  I  don  t  know.  The  one  who  received  the  money  is  not 
working  for  the  state.  I  wanted  to  make  that  correction  for  him. 
His  hrother  was  paid  by  us  and  did  considerable  work. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Where  does  he  live?. 

.Mr.  Edmonds:  Well,  1  think  the  brother  lives  in  Milwaukee. 
I  believe  that  is  due  to  him  that  that  explanation  should  be  made. 

.Mr.  Puelicher:  I  expressed  these  checks  directly  to  yon.  They 
would  have  to  he  identified  by  someone  else  than  me.  The  pur- 
chasers of  tin  checks  were  the  ones  who  had  charge  >  f  the  cam- 
paign. 

The  Chairman:     Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Sackett? 

Mr.  Puelicher:  Yes.  I  ordered  the  lank  to  send  the  checks 
t«  you.  They  may  rot  he  able  to  get  all  of  them  out  to-night,  so 
that  you  could  have  them  in  the  morning.  1  couldn't  identify  any 
of  those  cheeks,  because  1  wasn't  the  purchaser  of  them. 

Adjourned  until  7:30  !'■  m-   February  26.   [909. 


Madison.  Wis.,  February  2(  .  Mjoi).  7:30  p.  m. 

1  [earing  resumed. 

All  members  of  the  committee  prerent. 

J.  H.  Puelicher  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by    The  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  go  out  on  this  trip  with  Senator  Stephenson  that 
has  heen  spoken  of  ? 

A.    Around  in  the  state? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  In  what  form  are  the  expenses  of  that  trip  shown  in  the 
account  here? 

A.   I  think  under  "Sundry  hills"  and  Traveling  expenses  " 

O.  Have  you  examined  this  account.  Exhibit  49.  so  that  you 
can  point  that  out  ? 
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Mr.  Black:     Page  920. 

A.     That  "Hotel  Meyer"  is  a  part  of  it. 

Q.  Have  you  any  way  of  selecting  from  this  account  the  par- 
ticular items  of  the  expense  of  that  trip? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  kept  it  during  the  trip  and  reported  in  the  various 
items. 

O.  To  whom  did  you  report  it? 

A.  To  Mr.  Sackett,  who  reimbursed  me. 

Q.   Did  you  pay  the  expenses  of  that  trip  yourself? 

A.    The  bigger  part  of  the  expenses,  yes.  sir. 

Q.   And  who  paid  the  others? 

A.  Why.  Senator  Stephenson  may  have  paid  little  incidental 
expenses,  but  the  real  expenses  of  the  trip  I  paid. 

O.  Was  there  any  arrangement  made  on  that  trip  for  work 
being  done  in  the  campaign,  or  for  newspaper  work? 

A.  No.  A  great  many  people  came  to  see  Senator  Stephenson 
as  he  passed  through,  and  shook  his  hand,  and  talked  with  him; 
and  he  talked  with  various  ones. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  made  any  expenditures  on  that 
trip? 

A.  Any  disbursements  outside  of  traveling  expenses,  of  the 
smaller  ones? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.   Xo,  I  think  not. 

O.  Where  did  you  go? 

A.  I  met  him  at  Kenosha,  and  I  think  we  went  to  Racine,  and 
from  Racine  we  took  an  automobile  and  went  to  Burlington,  mak- 
ing the  smaller  towns  between  there  and  Burlington.  I  think  we 
then  took  the  train  to  Waukesha,  and  that  night  went  to  Minne- 
apolis, and  from  Minneapolis  down  to  LaCrosse  where  we  met 
Senator  Morris  ;  and  the  next  day  came  home.  I  think  that  was 
the  Sunday  before  the  primary.  Do  you  remember  it.  Senator? 
Were  we  in  LaCrosse  the  Saturday  before  the  primary?. 

Senator  Morris  :     T  think  it  was  about  that  time. 

Witness :  Xow,  the  senator  made  short  trips;  one  when  we 
were  down  to  Jane^ville  and  Beloit. 

O.   Were  you  with  him  on  those  trips? 

A.  I  was  on  both  of  the  trips,  yes,  sir;  not  all  the  time;  part  of 
the  time. 

O.   There  is  no  way  you  have  of  telling,  from  this  expense  ac- 


812      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

count  that  is  filech  or  any  expense  account  that  has  been  presented, 
as  to  what  money  was  paid  on  that  trip? 

A.  No;  but  it  was  a  comparatively  small  amount:  the  traveling 
expenses  for  the  senator  and  myself,  and  I  think  Kelcy  went  with 
us. 

Q.  Did  you  on  that  trip,  or  anyone  else,  keep  an  account  of  the 
expenditures? 

A.  Oh,  yes.  I  kept  an  account  of  the  expenditures. 

O.  What  did  you  do  with  it  ? 

A.  After  I  collected  the  money  I  destroyed  the  account. 

O.  How  did  you  collect  the  money? 

A.   I  got  it  from  Mr.  Sackett. 

O.  In  the  form  of  cashier's  checks? 

A.  No.  sir. 

O.  You  think,  all  of  those  trips  were  made  without  paying  out 
anything"  except  ordinary  traveling  expenses? 

A.  Just  ordinary  traveling  expenses. 

Q.  In  conducting  a  more  or  less  expensive  campaign  didn't  that 
strike  you  as  a  little  peculiar,  a  trip  of  that  kind  could  be  made 
without  paying  out  anything  besides  hotel  bills  and  railroad  fare? 

A.  No. 

O.  In  going  over  this  account  and  preparing  it  for  the  use  of 
the  committee,  you  succeeded  in  finding  cashier's  clucks  for  a  por- 
tion of  the  $107,000  or  $108,000.  Did  you  make  any  footings  to 
determine  what  the  total  amount  of  these  cashier's  checks  was? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  In  preparing  this  account  for  the  use  of  the  committee  did 
you  find  anything  else  aside  from  cashier's  checks  and  Mr.  Ed- 
mond's  checks,  which  gave  you  the  dates  and  amounts  of  pay- 
ments, and  to  whom  made? 

A.  No,  I  think  not. 

O.  There  was  a  considerable  portion  of  this  expense  account 
for  which  you  are  not  able  to  find  any  statement  showing  the  date 
of  payment,  to  whom  made,  and  for  what  purpose,  wasn't  there? 

A.  The  proportion  that  has  no  checks  against  it.  yes. 

Q.  That  is,  there  was  a  considerable  portion  of  it  that  was  spent 
during  this  campaign  in  such  a  way  that  you  were  not  able  to  find 
anything  to  show  just  how  it  was  spent,  and  to  whom  it  went — of 
this  whole  $107,000? 

A.  Yes,  there  is  a  portion  there. 
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Q.  Now,  whal  I  want  to  find  out  is,  if  yon  know  how  much 
that  is? 

A.   No,  I  haven't  looked  that  up;  1  haven't  figured  that  up. 

O.  T  think  it  was  you  thai  testified  that  you  thought  thai  85  per 
cent  of  it  could  be  accounted  for? 
\.   Yes,  NJr. 

Q.  And  after  going  through  it.  a^  yon  did.  is  that  still  your 
judgment  as  to  about  what  it  is?  !  have  not  figured  it  out.  Of 
course,  we  could,  front  the  statement  which  has  been  rendered 
here,  but  1  didn't  know  but  what  yon  could  give  US  a  more  definite 
idea. 

A.  It  would  have  to  be  an  estimate.  T  assumed  it  i>  about  85 
per  cent,  including  the  checks  of  \Y.  I\.  Knell. 

O.  '['hen  your  judgment  would  be  that  there  would  be-  some- 
thing in  the  neighborhood  of  $20,000  or  $25,000  that  there  h 
nothing-  to  show  here  as  to  who  it  went  to? 

A.   You  see  what  we  were  figuring  over  was  $98,000. 

O.  Yes;  but  taking  the  whole  one  hundred  and  seven  or  one 
hundred  and  eight  thousand  dollars. 

A.  Well,  1  cannot  speak  for  the  amount  over  the  $98,000,  he- 
cause  T  know  nothing  about  that.  Mr.  Edmonds  told  you  that 
part  of  it,  and  the  only  money  was  spent  by  other  campaign  mana- 
gers. 

Q.  Well,  I  didn't  know  but  what  in  figuring  it  through  the  other 
night  you  had  gotten  at  more  definitely  the  amount  that  there  was 
nothing  to  show  for,  no  memorandum  to  show  to  whom  it  was 
paid  ? 

A.      (No  answer.) 

O.  Were  these  newspaper  bills  that  were  run  by  Ellis  Usher, 
presented  to  you  ? 

A.   T  am  not  certain  about  that.      T  think  some  were. 

O.  You  don't  know  what  the  custom  was  in  that  connection, 
whether  they  were  presented  to  and  audited  by  Mr.  Edmonds,  or 
by  you  ? 

A.  T  think  Mr.  Saekett  audited  the  bills. 

Q.  But  some  of  them  von  think  came  directly  to  you? 

A.  Through  Mr.  Saekett. 

Q.  We'll,  in  what  form  did  they  come  to  you — in  the  form 
of  orders  or  receipts  from  .Mr.  Saekett,  or  did  the  hills  come  to 
you  right  from  the  newspapers? 

A.  From  the  newspapers? 
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Q.  Yes. 

A.  Oh.  do.  no  bills  came- from  the  newspapers. 

Q.  Did  the  bill  reach  you  at  all  that  the  newspaper  or  pub- 
lishers had  rendered;  or  didn't  they   get  beyond   Mr.   Sackett- 
if  any  bills  were  rendered? 

A.  If   they    were   bills    rendered    I    think   they    went    to    Mr. 
Sackett. 

Q.  Xioi   publishers    bills,    publishers    of    newspapers,    reached 
your  hands  .' 

A.  No,  sir. 

(^.   Do  yon  know,  from  the  payment  of  these  bills,  whether  they 
came  in  before  the  primary  or  after — these  newspaper  bills? 
Perhaps  the   statement   shows   here.      What    is  your   recollection 
about  that? 

Mr.    Ingalls:     Aren't    they    all    on    this    list.    Mr.    Chairman: 
every  newspaper  bill,  isn't  it  on  this  list,  the  date.' 

The  Chairman:      I  see  there  are  dates  here.      It  was  bound  in 
so  that  I  have  not  been  able  to  see  them  before. 

Q.  These  dates  that   appear  on   pages  !H2   and  913,   showing 
newspaper  advertising,  are  these  the  dates  that  they  were  paid.' 

A.    I   assume  so. 

Q.  In    miaking    up    this   statement    where    did    you    get    these 
dates   from  .' 

A.   In   making  up  that  statement    (referring  to  Exhibit  49)? 

Q.    Yes? 

A.  Prom  the  statement  of  Mr.  Sackett. 

Q.  And  the  statement  of  Mr.  Sackett  you  did  not  make  your- 
self ! 

A.    1    did    not.   sir. 

Q.  lie  prepared  that  .' 

A.  He  prepared  that. 

The    Chairman:      Let    me    ask    Mr.    Sackett    here    what    these 
dates  are. 


Rodney  Sackett.  recalled,  testified  as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  Chairman: 
Q.  Are  those  the  dates  of  payment? 

A.  The  dates  of  payment,  as  nearly  as  I  can  say.     Some  of 
them  come  after  the  primary. 
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(^.   What  are  these  items  "sundry  advertising?" 

A.  ( )n  \\  hnt  page  .' 

Q.  912. 

A.  I  think  it  is  explained  in  the  next  column.  They  were 
paid  t<>  -Mf.  Usher.  He  run  the  advertising  in  <i  number  of 
papers,  so  I  use  the  word  "sundries"  so  that  they  would  not 
show  they  were  paid  to  any  particular  paper. 

(^.  Did  Mr.  Usher  present  any  bills  to  yon  showing  what 
this   was    for? 

A.   Yes.    sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  bills  .' 

A.  Oh,  I  think  most  of  them  were  destroyed.  I  think  I  have 
some  in  my  pocket.  There  (producing  bills)  I  think  are  Mr. 
Usher's  hills  where  he  could  not  find  the  cheeks.  I  hunted  up 
the  bills. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  I  notice  one  here  in  page  Dili:  it  is  August 
15th,  paid  by  check.  No.  33580,  $50,  and  marked  "Danger;" 
what   does  that    mean  .' 

A.  That  was  the  man's  name;  the  man  who  i\(\  stereopticou 
views. 

Mr.  Engalls:  Q.  It  didn't  mean  that  it  was  a  dangerous  ac- 
count ? 

A.  Xo.  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

<^.  Do  \)u  know  what  the  general  work  of  the  Wisconsin 
Agriculturist  was.'  I  se<-  there  were  several  hundred  dollars 
paid  them. 

A.  There  is  a  letter  to  me  in  which  ic  acknowledges  the  re- 
ceipt of  a  check.  Well,  generally,  we  bought  a  list  of  names. 
or  rather  bought  the  use  of  a  list  of  names  from  them,  for  which 
we  paid  the  amount  we  stated  there;  and  advertisements  were 
run    in   their  paper. 

Q.  Did  the  Wisconsin  Agriculturist  support  Senator  Stephen- 
son   editorially  .' 

A.  I  talked  with  the  editor  and  it  was  distinctly  understood 
between  him  and  me  that  we  were  not  buying  editorial  space. 
lie  understood  that  when  we  paid  him  something  like  $1,001) 
for  the  use  of  his  list  of  names,  that  we  were  not  buying  his 
editorial  space.      He  might  do  as  he  pleased  with  it.     And  from 
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all  that  I  know  of  it,  I  don't  think  that  he  did  use  his  editorial 
space  one  way  or  the  other. 

Q.  Were  you  the  one  who  made  the  arrangement  with  the 
editor   or    publisher   of   the   Wisconsin    Agriculturist? 

A.  For  the  list  of  names,  yes.  sir. 

(^.  And  how  much  were  you  to  pay  him  for  his  list  of  nanus  .' 

A.  I  think  it  was  a  cent  apiece  for  the  first  time,  and  after. 
that  a  half  a  cent;  the  subsequent  times  that  we  used  them. 
We  used  them  twice. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  (to  the  chairman)  That  you  may  better  un- 
derstand about  that  paper,  it  is  not  a  newspaper. 

Witness:  On  page  928.  Senator,  down  about  a  little  below 
the  middle  of  the  page,  $420.21,  that  was  the  price  of  the  sec- 
ond use  of  the  names.  ;is  1  remember  it.  That  would  be  $840.42 
added  to  .$420.21.  would  lie  about  the  an  minit  paid.  We  also 
paid  them  for  mailing,  or  for  enclosing,  and  addressing  a  lot 
of  newspapers.  Thai  is  the  way  w<  got  the  list  of  names,  in 
the  form  of  addressed  envelopes,  and  paid  for  the  work  of  ad- 
dressing, and  for  the  envelopes,  in  addition  to  this:  A  cent 
a  name,  and  half  a  cent. 

0.  I  notice  three  items.  $7(10.  $8(12  and  one  of  $420.  I  don't 
know  whether  there  are  others  or  not? 

A.  I  think  that  was  for  those  envelopes,  and  the  names,  and 
the  work  of  addressing. 

Q.   And  you   used   them   twice.' 

A.  Yes,   si]-,   as   I   remember. 

Q.  The  balance  of  it.  whatever  it  is.  I  think  something  like 
$1,500  or  $1,600  here  was  for  advertising,  was  it? 

A.  The  balance  under  the  head  "'newspaper  advertising" 
yon  mean  ? 

Q.  No.  of  the  "Wiseons:n  Agriculturist?" 

A.  Oh.  I  don't  know.  If  you  will  call  my  attention  to  the 
item.  I  will  tell  you. 

Q.  I  see  some  more.     There  is  $760  on  the  top  of  page  914. 

A.  $760?     I  low.  you  have  the  receipt  for  that  before  you. 

Q.  That  is  that  first  letter? 

A.  In   a  letter. 

Q.  What  I  mean  is,  what  was  that  for? 

A.  That  was  for  the  first  cent  a  piece,  for  the  names,  as  I 
remember  it.     It  might  have  included  some  of  the  other  items. 
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such  as  addressing  envelopes,  and  the  price  of  the  envelopes 
themselves. 

Q.  And  the  next   item,  $362.40,  what  was  that   for? 

A.  I  think  that  was  for  addressing,  or  something  of  that  kind: 
addressing  and  envelopes,  or  something  of  that  kind. 

Q.  The  cent  a  name  included  the  addressing,  didn't  it? 

A.  Xo.  sir;  extra  for  addressing,  for  the  work  and  for  the  en- 
velopes.    A  cent   a  name  was  simply  for  the  use  of  his  list. 

Q.  And  you  think  this  $362  was  for  addressing  them? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  the  envelopes  and  addressing  them? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Down  at  the  bottom  of  the  same  page  I  see  an  item  ^:i38.52. 
Do  yon   know   what   that    was   for.' 

A.   That   was   probably  something  of  a   similar  nature. 

Q.  Then  an  item  over  on  the  next  page  "$420.21." 

A.  About  what  part  of  the  page? 

Q.  Down  a  little  below  the  middle. 

A.  Page   015?     I   do  not   see  that    item   on   915. 

Q,  $420.21?' 

A.  Page  915? 

Q.  The  next  page,  923?  ' 

A.  Oh.  that  is  among  the  bills  paid  after  the  campaign? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Yes,  that  is  the  item  that  I  called  attention  to  in  the  first 
place :  a  half  cent  a  name,  I  believe. 

Q.  So  the  total  amount  paid  to  the  Agriculturist  was  some- 
thing like  $2,000? 

A.  Whatever  those  figures  amount  to.  Possibly  some  of  this 
was  for  advertisements  run.  I  am  not  positive  about  that;  but 
in  any  case  it  was  for  advertising. 

The    Chairman : 

Q.  Well,  we  will  leave  that  for  the  present,  and  ask  Mr. 
Puelicher  a  few  more  questions. 
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•).  II.  Puelieher,  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Are  you  familiar  with  the  list  of  names  of  the  senators 
and  assemblymen  of  this  legislature? 

A.  Hard.  Senator.     I  know  some  of  them. 

The  Chairman  :     I  want  to  have  this  marked  as  an  exhibit. 

I  Directory  of  the  Wisconsin  legislature  of  1909,  marked  Ex 
liil.it  til).) 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  the  question  whether  or  not  any 
payments  were  made,  during  the  Stephenson  campaign,  of  any 
sum.  m  any  form,  to  any  of  the  senators  or  assemblymen  named 
in  this  list.  Exhibit  60? 

A.    By  me.' 

Q.  By  you  or — 

.Air.  In  galls :     Anybody  he  knows  of. 

•  y).    (continued)      Anybody  that  you  know  of.' 

A.   ).  made  a   payment  to  Levi  Bancroft. 

Q.  That  is  the  payment  of  $250? 

A.  Of  $250,  on  duly  31st. 

Q.   Bid  you  make  any  other  payment  to  Mr.  Bancroft  .' 

A.   Xo.  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  payment  made  to  him.  or  to  any 
other  member  of  the  present  assembly,  or  present  senate,  in 
connection  with  the  Stephenson  campaign,  by  you,  or  to  your 
knowledge  ? 

A.  That  was  the  only  one  made  by  me.  and  the  only  other 
one  that  I  know  of  was  the  one  to  Mr.  Wellensgard. 

Q.  By  whom  was  that  payment  made? 

A.  By  Mr.  Saekett. 

Uj.  Xow.  those  are  the  only  members  of  tin1  present  legisla- 
ture that  you  know  of  that  got  any  sum  of  money  whatever, 
either  in  the  form  of  money  or  any  other  form,  in  connection 
with  the  Stephenson  campaign? 

A.  Except  those  that  I  discovered  from  th<>  testimony  that 
was  given  here. 

Q.   And  what  ones  do  you  refer  to? 

A.  Tom  Reynolds. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Did  you  know  of  that,  outside  of  what  you 
saw  in  the  book,  the  testimony? 

A.  Oh.  no. 
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Mr.  Hambreehl  :  I  objed  to  that,  it'  thai  is  all  the  knowledge 
he  has.  except  what  he  saw  here. 

Q.  Now.  is  there  any  other  member  of  the  present  legislature 
to  whom  any  payments  have  been  made  in  connection  with  the 
Stephenson  campaign,  so  far  as  yon  know  .' 

A.  None  that  I  know.  Senator. 

Q.  Either  directly  or  indirectly:  that  is.  has  any  knowledge 
of  any  such  payment  come  to  yon  by  the  endorsement  of  the 
checks  over  to  any  of  the  present  members  of  the  legislature, 
or  in  any  other  manner  .' 

A.  Only  from  the  testimony  here.  I  knew  of  but  two  in- 
stances, one  the  payment  1  have  made  myself,  and  the  payment 
that  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Sackett. 

Q.  Now.  there  has  been  a  good  deal  said  about  this  list  of 
checks  here,  that  Mr.  Edmonds  says  was  turned  hack  to  the 
campaign  fund  of  Senator  Stephenson ;  and  1  want  to  have 
those  marked  as  an  exhibt. 

Mr.  Engalls:    Can't  yon  have  them  marked  as  a  bundle.' 

The  Chairman:  This  bundle  of  check's,  consisting  of  nine- 
teen cheeks,  will  be  marked  Exhibit  61. 

Mr.  Black:  Hadn't  yon  better  give  the  numbers  of  those 
checks ! 

The  Chairman:  Well,  perhaps  so.  1  refer  to  checks  num- 
bered j)3,738,  33,824,  33,472,  33,725,  33,730,  33,731,  33,736, 
■33,737,  33,732,  33,740,  33,630,  88.670.  33,683,  33,685,  33,795, 
33,798,  88.79!).  33,807,  33,811. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     On  what  bank.' 

The  Chairman:  On  Marshall  &  I.lsley's  bank,  cashier's 
checks. 

Q.  What  does  this  large  letter  "P,"  with  the  date  under- 
neath it,  indicate  ? 

A.  Probably  paid  by  the  paying  teller  on  August  81st.  That 
is  that  that  stamp  means.  "Paid.  Aug.  31." 

Q.  Or.  whatever  date  appeal's  under  that  in  the  square. 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Now.  some  of  these  are  marked  '"Paid"  and  some  of  them 
are  not.  Is  there  any  record  on  the  books  of  the  bank  of  these 
cashier's  checks  .'  Is  there  any  record  made  when  they  are  is- 
sued ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 
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Q.  And  is  there  any  entry  made  on  your  books  when  they  are 
paid  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

0_.  So  the  hooks  of  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank  Avill  indicate 
the  issuing  of  those  checks,  and  the  date  of  their  payment.'' 

A.  Yes.  as  will  also  the  date  of  the  check,  and  this  (indicat- 
ing), or  the  cancellation  stamp. 

Mr.  Ilyzer:     What  do  yon  mean  by  "this?" 

A.   This  stamp. 

Q.  Well,  what  was  done  in  the  bank  when  one  of  those 
checks  was  presented  .' 

A.  I  assume  that  those  checks  were  considered  sold  to  Mr.- 
Sackett,  or  to  Mr.  Edmonds,  and  that  they  had  the  right  to  re- 
turn them  and  have  them  placed  either  to  the  credit  of  Mr.  Ed- 
monds or  returned  to  the  general  campaign  fund  out  of  which 
they  were  paid. 

Q.  Well,  what  was  done  when  they  were  returned?  What 
was  done  there  in  the  hank.'     Any  entry  made  on  the  hook's.' 

A.  Of  their  payment,  yes. 

Q.  They  were  cashed  there  in  the  hank,  weren't  they.' 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  have  any  recollection  with  reference  to  these 
checks  that  are  stamped  "Paid"  as  to  who  they  were  paid  to? 

A.   They  would  he  paid  to  the  purchaser  on  those  conditions. 

Q.   I  am  asking  now  it  yon  have  any  recollection:' 

A.   I  had  no  connection  with  the  transaction  at  all. 

Q'.  That  is.  this  transaction  didn't  take  place  between  you 
and  Mr.  Edmonds  or  Mr.  Sackett  '! 

A.  No,  sir. 

,Q.   It  was  the  paying  teller.' 

A.  They  were  the  purchasers  of  those  checks,  and  they  re- 
turned them. 

Q.  You  don't  know  that  they  returned  them,  except  from 
what  they  say  about  it  ? 

A.  Except  from  the  fact  of  the  endorsements  on  the  checks. 

Q.  Well,  how  could  you  tell  from  the  endorsement  on  that 
check  hut  what  it  was  paid  in  the  ordinary  way? 

A.  If  that  check  had  been  paid  in  the  ordinary  way  it  would 
lie  endorsed  by  the  payee,  the  American  Express  Company. 
and  go  through  its  course. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  to  hinder  their  coming  into  your  bank 
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and  getting  the  cash  on  those  checks,  and  paying  them  directly 
to  the  party  in  whose  favor  they  were  drawn?  Can  you  tell 
from  those  checks  that  that  was  not  done.' 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  haven't  any  recollection  with  reference  to  it.' 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Xow.  how  about  these  that  are  not  marked  "Paid  .'" 

Mr.  Ingalls  :    What  is  that  "P.  T. .'" 

A.  That  is  the  "paying  teller."  I  imagine  they  were  re- 
turned, and  the  money  placed  in  the  general  fund.  It  is  a 
transaction  with  which  I  am  not  familiar,  and  therefore  it  is 
difficult  to  explain;  hut  had  this  check  been  sent  out  in  the 
regular  way.  it  would  come  back  with  the  endorsement  of  the 
payee.  The  purchaser  of  a  draft  or  check  can  return  it  and 
get  the  cash  on  it.  and,  of  course,  deliver  that  cash  to  anybody, 
then. 

Q.  And  you  haven't  any  knowledge  as  to  whether  that  was 
done  .' 

A.  No,  my  knowledge  is  general,  that  is  all. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  these  four  or  five  or  six — 
these  five  that  are  not  marked  "Paid"  were  not  marked 
"Paid"  the  same  as  the  others? 

A.  I  do  not. 

(v).  Xow.  that  one  to  E.  A.  Edmonds.  $375.  that  seems  to  be 
regularly  endorsed  by  the  payee,  doesn't  it.' 

A.  Oh,  probably  he  placed  thatfto  his  own  credit. 

Q.    Either  placed  it  to  his  own  credit,  or  got  the  cash  on  it  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Or  something  to  represent  cash.' 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  from  any  records  that  you  have  here — you 
have  examined  these  accounts  considerably  within  the  last  few 
days — Can  you  tell  about  how  much  money  there'  was  on  de- 
posit in  this  campaign  fund  on  the  22nd  of  August? 

A.  Xo.  sir. 

.Mi-.  Black:  Right  in  this  connection,  aren't  all  of  those 
checks  punched  ' '  Paid  ? ' ' 

The  Chairman  :    Xo.  they  are  not  all  punched. 

.Mi'.  Black  :    They  are  punched  or  stamped  .' 

The  Chairman  :  Some  of  them  are  punched,  and  some  of  them 
are  punched  and  stamped,  and  some  are— 
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Witness:      (interrupting)     They  are  cancelled  in  some   way. 

The  Chairman:  I  don't  know  whether  they  are  all  marked 
"Paid."  I  think'  they  are.  I  think  these  five  I  have  referred 
to  are  all  punched  "Paid." 

Witness:      Yes. 

The  Chairman:  I  don't  know  whether  that  is  the  date  on 
there  (referring  to  cheek). 

Witness:     Yes,  that  is  the  date. 

<t>.   Let  ns  sim'  what  the  date  is. 

A.  That  is  "9—4." 

Q.  September  4th  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

(Another  check  shown  the  witness.) 

Witness:     That  is  August  19th.    "8—1!)." 

(,).  Well,  was  there  any  time  during  the  campaign,  along  the 
last  of  the  month  of  August,  hut  what  there  was  $5,000  or 
$10.0(10  there  on  deposit.' 

A.   That  would  have  to  be  a  guess. 

Q.  Yon  have  no  recollection  as  to  why  these  were  marked 
differently;  some  of  them  simply  marked  "Not  used."  and  the 
rest  of  them  endorsed  properly,  except  by  Mr.  Edmonds  in  he- 
half  of  the  payee  .' 

A.  No  recollection  of  it,  hut  I  think  Mr.  Edmonds  probably 
endorsed  these  (indicating),  and  had  them  credited  to  his  ac- 
count, as  he  explained. 

Q.  And  these,  (indicating),  you  think  he  did  not  have  cred- 
ited to  his  account ! 

A.  These  (indicating)   I  should  say  he  got  the  cash  on. 

O.   These  marked  "Not  used' '? 

A.  Yes.  or  returned  the  cash  to  the  fund. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  If  he  got  the  cash  on  them  wouldn't  they  bd 
marked  "Paid"  ? 

A.  They  are. 

O-  Well,  now,  as  I  understand  it,  since  my  attention  lias  keen 
called  to  it.  these  are  all  marked  "Paid":  and  yon  haven't  any- 
thing" here  to  indicate  how  they  were  paid? 

A.  No,  sir. 

O.  If  they  were  simply  deposited,  why,  you  would  have  a  rec- 
ord of  them;  that  is.  if  they  were  simply  brought  back  and  placed 
to  the  credit  of  Air.  Edmonds'  account,  or  anybody  else's  account. 
you  would  have  a  record  of  it  in  your  bank,  wouldn't  you? 
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A.  Not  of  the  individual  checks,  necessarily;  have  the  t  ital  de- 
posit. 

Q.  Then  you  couldn't  tell,  even  by  the  books  of  the  bank, 
whether  these  were  placed  to  the  ere  lit  of  Mr.  Edmonds  on  the 

date  they  are  marked  "Paid  '  or  not? 

A.    I   think  not. 

Q.  I  understood  you  in  the  first  part  of  your  testimony  to  sav 
that  this  money,  agaimt  which  this  was  drawn,  was  not  really  on 
deposit  in  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank? 

A.    Xo.  sir. 

Q.  Perhaps  you  have  stated,  but  why  was  the  Marshall  &  Ildev 
l>ank  issuing-  cashier's  checks  against  it  if  it  was  not  in  the  hands 
of  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Hank? 

A.   Anyone  can  purchase  a  cashier's  check. 

(J.  I  know,  but  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Stephenson  were  not 
there  purchasing  checks  right  along  even-  day,  were  they? 

A.  (  )h,  Mr.  Sackett  bought  checks  almost  every  day  for  them, 
as  the  record  will  show  there. 

O.   Oh,  yes,  I  remember.     He  receipted  against  this  account? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q-  That  is,  by  giving  receipts  for  an  amount  equal  to  the 
amount  of  the  cashier's  checks? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Do  you  know  how  these  bills  here  of  Mr.  lasher's  happened 
to  be  made  out  against  Mr.  Hyzer? 

A.   That  is  an  error  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Usher. 


Rcdney  Sackett,  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  Chairman. 

0.  1  want  to  ask  you  where  you  got  these  statements  from  that 
y<  ui  have  produced  here  ? 

A.  1  presume  that  Mr.  Usher  gave  them  to  me.  or  mailed  them 
to  me  when  I  sent  him  a  check  for  them  :  for  those  that  Mr.  Usher- 
had,  and  the  Wisconsin  Agriculturist. 

O.   Where  did  you  find  them,  when  you  produced  them  here? 

A.   I  found  them  amongst  some  other  receipts  that  I  have. 

Q.   Some  other  receipts  in  connection  with  the  campaign? 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  were  those  receipts? 

A.  Receipted  bills. 

Q.  Have  you  those  here  ? 

A.  At  the  hotel,  yes.  sir. 

O-  Where  did  you  find  these  receipts  and  receipted  bills,  in  the 
office  at  Milwaukee  ? 

A.  In  the  office  at  Milwaukee,  originally.  I  kept  a  great  many 
of  them. 

O.  Did  you  have  them  in  Washington  with  you? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  These  were  all  the  newspaper  hills  von  could  find,  that  yoti 
have  produced  here? 

A.  I  wouldn't  say  they  were,  no,  sir.  They  were  the  hills 
for  which  we  had  no  check*.  1  did  not  produce  the  hill  when  we 
had  the  check,  because  it  would  he  simpler  and  easier  to  handle. 

Q.  The  check  would  not  show  to  what  newspaper  it  was  paid. 
would  it? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  If  some  of  these  checks  went  directly  to  Mr.  Usher? 

A.  Yes,  they  went  to  Mr.  Usher  for  the  purpose  of  advertising. 
The  check  would  not  go  into  detail,  as  the  bi'l  might. 

Q.  It  wouldn't  even  show  what  newspaper? 

A.  1  will  say  that  I  have  no  objection  to  producing  all  those 
bills,  but  they  are  not  in  good  form,  and  it  would  take  a  whole 
lot  of  time. 

O.  Would  these  bills  that  you  have  show  the  newspaper  or 
publisher  to  whom  these  payments  were  made? 

A.  1  wouldn't  say  the  bills  I  have  would  cover  the  entire  sched- 
ule here.  In  the  confusion  of  breaking  tip,  at  the  last.  I  pre- 
sume a  great  many  of  them  were  destroyed,  with  other  trash. 

O-  These  that  you  have  here  cover  a  very  small  proportion  of 
the  expenses  for  newspaper  work,  don't  they? 

A.  Yes,  they  are  calculated  to  cover  just  those  items  that  are 
not  covered  by  check.  I  might  bring  the  whole  box  over  here. 
Tt  is  nearly  as  large  as  a  suitcase. 

The  Chairman  :  I  think  that  is  all  I  care  to  ask  Mr.  Puelicher. 
Does  any  other  member  of  the  committee  want  to  ask  him  any- 
thing? 
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J.   H.   Puelicher,  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr.  Ingalls: 

O.  With  the  exception  of  the  information  which  you  have 
given  the  senator  who  examined  yon,  what  you  know  about  this  is 
principally  involved  in  the  statement  which  is  filed,  isn't  it? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  is  as  accurate  as  you  can  state  it  independently  of  that 
isn't  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

O.  I  will  ask  you,  Mr.  Puelicher,  did  Mr.  Shape  pay  out  all 
of  this  money,  out  of  this  fund,  during  banking  hours? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.   Did  he  keep  a  record  of  the  amounts  paid  out? 

A.  As  explained  before,  the  total  amount  of  the  receipt,  yes. 
in  each  instance. 

Q.  I  mean  did  he  keep  an  account  to  show  you  when  he  would 
pay  out  currency  ? 

A.  Yes,  i  ir. 

Q.   He  kept  an  account  of  that? 

A.  He  put  an  amount  on  the  envelope  and  deducted  it  from  the 
amount  li :  had. 

O.  Other  than  this  envelope  he  kept  no  account? 

A.   No.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  check  over  that  account  with  him  ? 

A.  Did  I  check  it  over  to  see  that  he  had  receipts  for  the  full 
amount  paid  out  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.   Every  night  ? 

A.    No.  sir. 

Q.  lie  didn't  have  a  separate  window,  or  separate  office,  for 
this  particular  business,  but  performed  these  services  right  along 
with  the  rest  of  his  duties  at  the  bank  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

O.  What  were  Mr.  Shape's  initials? 

A.  Charles  T. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

O.  Who  was  Oscar  J.  Shape? 

A.   That  I  don't  know  ;  maybe  a  brother  or  a  son. 

Q.  There  is  a  cashier's  check  issued  to  him  here.  Was  that  in 
connection  with  the  campaign  ? 

A.  What  is  the  amount? 
$1*50? 

A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  There  was  one  i<>  you  $  ,350.  D<  es  that  have  anything 
to  do  with  the  campaign  ? 

A.   I  don't  rememlx-r  that. 

Q.  -}.  H.  Puelicher?" 

I  Witness  shown  stub  book,  i 

A.  I  don't  remember  that.  Senator.  The  check-  are  often  is- 
sued to  us  for  some  purpose,  and  we  hold  them  over,  and  use  them 
then.      I  don't  remember  that. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  there  any  currency  sent  out  by  express,  so  far  as  you 
know  ? 

A.  Xo,  sir. 

The  Chairman.:     That  is  all  I  care  to  ask  Mr.  Puelicher,  unless 
of  the  rest  desire  to  ask  him.     Does  anyone  else  want  fr 
him? 

That  is  all.  Mr.  Puelicher.  Now.  of  course,  when  we  get  these 
vouchers  there  may  be  something  we  would  like  t<>  know,  that  we 
want  to  question  you  on:  but  we  talked  it  over  some  tonight,  and 
thought  we  ought  to  allow  vou  t< >  ero  now,  on  account  <>f  sickness. 


R<  dney  Sackett  being  recalled,  testified  a>  follow-: 

Examined  by  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  headquarters  of  Senator  Stephenson  were  left  in  your 
charge  afttr  Mr.  Edmonds  left,  were  they? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  aloiie  there,  or  somebody  el<e  there  at  the  office 
• 

A.  Oh.  yes,  we  had  the  secretary,  Arthur  Eambeck.  and  cer- 
tainly some  of  the  help. 

I  want  to  show  you  Exhibit  No.  60,  and  a>k  you  whether  or 
ny  payments  were  made,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  in  any 
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form  to  your  knowledge,  to  any  of  the  members  of  the  present 

legislature  in  connection  with  the  Stephenson  campaign  ? 

A.   The  Bancroft  item.  I  believe,  was  gone  into  fully. 

O.   Yes  ;  a<ide  from  the  Bancroft  item? 

A.  I  find  the  name  of  R.  J.  Kempf,  of  Sheboygan,  here.  I 
think — in  fact  I  am  quite  certain,  that  there  was  a  bill  rendered  by 
him  for  posting  bills,  on  a  bill  head  which  said  that  he  was  a  pro- 

ssional  bill  poster.  That  bill  was  paid.  The  amount  I  don't 
recollect,  but  it  is  in  the  statement  here. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Does  that  amount  appear  in  the  statement? 

A.  I  think  it  appears  in  the  statement.  If  I  remember  correctly 
it  is  on  the  last  page.  Page  923,  if  somebody  will  look  back. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  State  the  amount.  I  don't  know  whether  there  i^ 
any  dispute  about  it  or  not.  but  I  want  him  to  state  the  amount. 

A.   It  appears  to  be  check  :)4.-^s.s.  S±£.?5. 

Q.  Any  other-  ? 

A.  Wellen-gard.  C.  C.  Wellensgard,  Green  Lake  county;  I  tes- 
tified partially  in  regard  to  that  previously.  I  find  no  others,  that 
I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  others  where  a  cashier's  check.  <>r  any 
other  form  of  check,  or  any  payment  in  any  form  went  to  the 
present  member-  of  the  legislature  indirectly;  that  is.  through 
other  panic-  ? 

A.   Nothing  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  others,  or  payments  made  to  any 
others,,  who  were  candidates  at  the  last  primary  or  election  for 
member  of  the  legislature? 

Mr.  Ingalls  :     And  who  were  not  elected? 

Q.    i  d  >ntinued  i      Who  were  not  elected,  yes.  sir. 

A.  1  think  there  was  a  young  man  by  the  nam-  of  Sh  v  ers,  a 
railroad  man. 

O-   Aside  from  Shower- — I  think  he  has  been  mentioned? 

A.   I  know  of  no  other. 

O.  Did  you  know  <>i  any  payment  that  was  made  to  W.  L. 
Smith,  who  was  a  candidate  at  the  primary  for  assemblyman? 

A.  I  have  no  knowledge,  but  if  you  will  state  what  district  he 
was  in  I  might  remember,  if  there  was  such  a  thing. 

Q.   A  candidate  in  the  Clark  county  district? 

A.   I  don't  know  of  any  such  person  or  payment. 

Q.  You  didn't  have  anything  to  do  with  any  transaction  of  that 
kind  ? 
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A.  No,  sir.  not  to  my  knowledge. 

O.  You  would  recollect  it  if  you  had  any  transaction  of  that 
kind  with  a  candidate  for  the  assembly? 

A.  I  would  certainly  remember  it  if  1  knew  him  to  be  a  candi- 
date at  tht-  time  1  had  it. 

Q.  I  think  you  said  you  looked  over  the  vouchers  and  the  stubs 
yourself  in  selecting  those  that  were  to  be  brought  over,  and  those 
that  you  thought  were  for  campaigri  purposes? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  1  call  your  attention  to  stub  No.  33,460,  dated  August  7th, 
$250,  and  ask  you  if  the  examination  of  that  refreshes  your  recol- 
lection as  to  an  expenditure  made  for  campaign  purposes  at 
'.east — whether  he  was  a  candidate  for  the  legislature  or  not — to 
that  part\  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.  I  do  not  know  that  that  check 
is  not  among"  them  and  is  not  on  my  list.  I  have  no  recollection 
from  this  (  referring  to  stub). 

O.  I  have  examined  it.  and  had  Mr.  Edmonds  examine  it — and 
Mr.  Puelicher,  and  it  does  not  appear  there  on  your  list  of  ex- 
penses in  any  form  ? 

A.   Then  ]  should  say  that  that  was  not  our  check. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  anything  in  connection  with  the  cashier's. 
check  just  above  it.  33,459? 

A.   1  do,  yes,  sir. 

O.  Was  that  transaction  with  you? 

A.   It  was  with  our  office. 

O.  You  remember  the  incident,  do  you? 

A.  I  remember  the  money  went  out  of  our  office  ;  that  is.  I  think 
it  did. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  transaction  in  connection  with  check 
33,461,  $15? 

A.   "Xeillsville  Times."  I  think  is  on  my  list. 

O.  Do  you  remember  the  transaction? 

A.    I  think  I  remember  we  sent  a  check  to  the  Xeillsville  Times. 

O.  And  this  check  to  YY  L.  Smith,  that  comes  between  these 
two.  you  have  no  recollection  of  at  all? 

A.  No,  sir. 

O.  And  for  that  reason  when  you  came  to  that  check  issued  to 
W.  L.  Smith,  and  endorsed  by  him.  you  did  not  select  it  as  one  (  f 
the  items  of  campaign  expenses  ? 

A.   That  is  the  reason  that  I  did  not  select  it. 
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(J.  I  think  you  said  that  you  were  the  one  who  made  these  se- 
leetions  in  bringing  these  vouchers  over  here  to  refer  to.  You 
were  the  one  who  determined  whether  or  not  these  cashier's 
checks,  man}-  of  which  were  not  brought  here,  but  are  to  be.  were 
items  of  campaign  expense"' 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.    It  was  based  largely  upon  your  recollection  of  the  matter? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

O.  And  it  may  be  possible  that  you  have  omitted  nut  only  this 
one.  but  a  great  man}-  others? 

A.  It  is  possible  we  have  omitted  some.  I  wouldn't  say  it  was 
possible  to  omit  a  great  many. 

Q.  And  if  that  was  omitted  in  bringing  these  over  here,  and 
does  not  appear  on  your  list  of  expenses,  that  would  add  at  least 
that  much  to  the  total  amount  of  the  campaign  expenses? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.   \\  ell.  why  not? 

Mr.  Bray:     Yoti  mean  if  it  i^  a  Stephenson  expense? 

The  Chairman:     My  question  includes  that  proposition. 

A.  No,  it  wouldn't  do  that,  because  there  are  some  items  we 
have  not  covered  with  check.  It  is  possible,  if  that  were  our 
check,  but  I  don't  think  it  is.  that  we  have  put  some  check  oppo- 
site the  wrong  item,  and  that  check  would  go  opposite  some  item 
that  is  not  now  covered,  or  go  opposite  the  item  that  was  made 
vacant  by  putting  the  check  we  have  in  the  wrong  place  instead  of 
the  right  place. 

Q.   Show  me  what  you  mean  here.     That  is  not  clear  to  me. 

A.  Well,  for  instance,  there  is  Kewaunee  county.  *'Sluo."  I 
have  no  check  for  that.  I  presume  it  was  paid  in  cash,  but  I  may 
be  mistaken.  '  And  here  i>  "Columbia  and  Adams  county.  C.  H. 
Russell.  $200."  \ow.  possibly  I  put  that  check  in  the  wrong  num- 
ber. Suppose  this  i  indicating  )  were  $200,  and  the  Smith  check — 
you  say  Clark  county — suppose  this  to  be  Clark  county,  the  Smith 
check  would  belong  there,  and  the  Russell  check  up  here  ( indi- 
cating), you  see.      I  am  simply  supposing  a  case. 

O.  Yes.  but  you  have  then  this  $200,  which  would  belong  some- 
where else,  wouldn't  it? 

A.  Well,  I  put  the  Smith  check  there  (indicating)  in  that  case, 
and  the  Russell  check  up  here. 

O.  It  would  crowd  out  some  other  item  ? 

A.  Crowd  something  into  one  of  the  items  where  we  have  no 
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check.  It  would  not  increase  the  entire  total  because  we  balanced 
that  up  with  the  receipts,  and  it  balanced. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Would  that  give  a  check  where  it  is  "gen- 
eral ?" 

Mr.  Whitman:  Instead  of  "General"  you  would  say  "W.  L. 
Smith?" 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

O.  How  do  you  know  it  would  go  into  some  such  place  as  that? 
1  low  do  you  know  it  would  not  add  just  that  much  to  your  cam- 
paign expenses  ? 

A.  Because  the  account  between  Puelicher  and  me  was  checked 
up ;  the  receipts  were  added  up  and  the  account  balanced  with  his 
account,  and  the  money. 

O.  That  is,  provided  that  there  was  no  more  money  put  into  th" 
Edmonds  fund,  or  this  other  fund,  than  what  you  have  stated? 

A.  Well,  if  there  was  no  more — I  don't  just  understand  that. 
Xo  more  money  put  in  by  whom? 

Q.    By  Mr.  Stephenson,  or  anybody  on  his  behalf. 

A.  If  Mr.  Stephenson  put  money  in  1  didn't  know  anything 
about,  and  il  came  out  in  this  check,  that  would  increase  the 
amount. 

O.  We  haven't  had  any  books  brought  here  to  show  how  much 
money  he  put  in.  Mr.  Edmonds  had  no  bank  book  to  show  us 
how  much  money  was  put  into  his  fund,  for  instance;  and  you 
don't  know  of  any  account  of  that,  do  you,  anywhere? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  So  so  far  as  anything  that  has  been  shown  to  this  commit- 
tee is  concerned,  it  might  add  just  that  much  to  the  total  ex- 
penditures.    Isn't  that  true? 

A.  I  don't  think  it  could  add  to  the  total  expenditures  unless 
Mr.  Stephenson  put  in  money  there  which  is  not  in  his  statement: 
which  I  don't  think  is  possible. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Q.  You  mean  your  books  and  Mr.  Puelicher's 
balance  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir — our  accounts,  rather. 

Mr.  Whitman:  And  if  Mr.  Puelicher 's  balance  with  Mr. 
Stephenson's,  then  you  would  know  that  the  accounts  were  cor- 
rect ! 

A.  Yes.  sir. 
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By  the  Chairman:  Can  you  tell  the  committee  how  many 
of  these  items  there  are,  or  whal  they  amount  to — that  is,  how 
many  of  the  items  there  are,  or  what  the  items  amount  to,  where 
it  is  not  shown  on  the  account  to  whom  the  money  was  paid.' 

A.  1  have  made  no  figures.  1  would  nol  like  to  estimate.  I 
have  heard  Mr.  Puelicher's  testimony,  and  I  think  that  when 
he  says  that  S.V/V  is  accounted  for,  he  lias  put  the  amount  small 
enough,  at  Least.     L  think  we  have  accounted  for  at  least  85%. 

The  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  of  the  $98,000  you  think  there  is  not  over  $15,000 
that  is  not  accounted  for? 

A.  Outside  of  the  Knell  account.  I  do  not  know  whether  you 
consider  that  accounted  for  or  not.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
as  much  as  that,  with  the  Knell  account.  You  will  find  $11,600 
in  here  as  reported  by  \Y.  R.  Knell  of  Milwaukee.  Now.  I  do 
not  presume  to  account  for  that.  I  hand  in  his  account.  If 
you  will  accept  that  as  an  accounting  for  $11,600,  I  will  say 
that  it  was  not  $15,000  more. 

Q.   That   is  not  accounted  for,  that  is.  to  whom  it  was  paid? 

A.  Yes. — Well,  "to  whom  it  was  paid,"  or  some  good  ac- 
count. For  instance,  postage  stamps.  1  don't  know  who  I  paid 
that  money  to.  1  paid  it  in  to  the  post  office.  I  couldn't  tell 
you  the  name  of  the  person. 

(^.  Do  you  think  of  any  other  instances  of  that  kind  where 
you  call  it  properly  accounted  for  unless  you  give  the  name  of 
the  person  to  whom  it  was  paid? 

A.  There  are  a  number  of  sundry  items  here  in  the  office  ex- 
penses that  were  paid  out  in  small  amounts  from  time  to  time 
from  my  pocket,  and  I  gave  a  receipt  to  reimburse  myself  for 
the   expenditures,   and    I    consider  that   a    proper  account. 

Q.  But  this  where  he  gives  just  the  name  of  a  county,  you 
wouldn't  call  that  a   very  satisfactory  account,  would  you.' 

A.    It   doesn't   seem   to   be  satisfactory  to  the   committee. 

Q.  It  would  to  an   ordinary   business  man.  you  think? 

A.   I  don't  mean  to  criticise  the  committee. 

Q.  What  do  you  think  about  that.'  Do  you  think  that  would 
be  a  satisfactory  account  to  an  ordinary  business  man? 

A.  It  would  be  a  satisfactory  accounting  to  Mr.  Stepheson 
from   me.  yes.  sir. 
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Q.  Do  you  think  that  would  be  a  satisfactory  accounting  to 
the  average  business  man  of  an  expenditure? 

A.  Perhaps  not. 

Q.  Wouldn't  you  put   it  stronger  than  "perhaps?" 

A.  That  would  depend  on  circumstances. 

Q.  When  you  put  it  "general,  $160"  you  wouldn't  call  that 
very  satisfactory,  would  you? 

A.  That  would  be  in  about  the  same  class  as  the  "'county." 

Q.  Now.  when  the  office  was  left  in  your  charge,  at  tne  close 
of  the  primary  campaign,  were  there  letters  and  copies  of  let- 
ters there  that  had  been  written  in  connection  with  the  cam- 
paign? 

A.  A  large  number  of  them. 

t^.   And    what    was    done    with    those.' 

A.    I    directed   that    they    be    destroyed. 

Q.  And  about  what  time  did  you  direct  them  to  be  destroyed.' 

A.  Yryy  soon  after  the  first  of  September  I  started  the  boys 
to  cleaning  up,  and  getting  the  rubbish  out  of  the  way;  just 
as  soon  as  the  campaign  was  over. 

Q.  Mr.  Edmonds'  desk  was  left  there,  and  his  papers  in  con- 
nection with  the  campaign  were  left  there  with  you.  in  your 
.charge? 

A.  There  were  sonic  papers  in   his  desk.  yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  tie-  key   was   Left    with  you.' 

A.  The  desk  was  lefl  open,  and  the  key  in  it.  as  1  remember. 

By  Mr.  Pray: 

Q.  How  did  you  happen  to  destroy  the  letters,  and  you  kept 
practically  everything  else.  There  are  receipts  here,  and  all 
kinds  of  accounts  .' 

A.   Because  I  considered  the  letters  of  no  possible  value. 

Q.  In  what  way  did  you  think  these  receipts  were  of  the  most 
value?     Did  you  expect  to  make  an   accounting? 

A.  They  might  assist  me  in  making  up  my  accounts;  some  of 
them. 

Q.  I  think  that  someone  testified,  I  have  forgotten  whether  it 
was  Edmonds  or  Puelicher,  that  you  kept  carbon  copies  of  the 
h-tter.s  you   mailed  ? 

A.  I   believe   carbon   copies  were  kept   in  most   every   case. 

Q.  Did  you  have  letterbook  copies  also.' 

A.  No.   sir.   not   to   my   knowledge. 
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«Q.  Were  carbon   copies  of  your  letters   destroyed   also? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

<v>.  You  haven't  any  letters  at  all? 

A.  None  that   I    know   of. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Q.  Did  you  have  at  that  time  these  cards  and  these  slips  that 
you  kept  the  account  on — I  mean  at  the  time  Mr.  Edmonds  left 
theie  .' 

A.  After  the  first  of  September  \ 

•Q.  Yes. 
'  A.  I  had  some  of  them.  yes.  sir.     Some  had  been  transcribed 
on  the  sheets  of  paper,  and  filed  away. 

Q.  And  were  those  destroyed,  those  cards  and  slips? 

A.  Those  that  I  had  left.  yes.  were  put  right  in  with  the  rest 
•of  the  papers. 

Q.  How  long  did  those  remain  there  in  that  office  after  the 
first  of  September  .' 

A.  I  couldn't  say  positively. 

Q.  About  how  long? 

A.  Three  or  four  or  five  days;  possibly  more. 

Q.  You  know  that  within  a  very  short  time,  within  a  very 
few  days  if  not  within  a  day  or  two.  after  the  primary  election 
that  fraud  was  charged  in  connection  with  the  campaign,  and 
that  there  was. a  proposal,  on  the  part  of  newspapers,  at  least, 
some  of  them,  to  investigate  the  campaign,  did  you  not,  Mr. 
Sackett  ? 

A.  I  didn't  take  any  such  rumor  or  newspaper  article  seri- 
ously, no,  sir. 

Were  any  of  these  documents  destroyed  after  you  knew  of 
such  a  rumor  as  that  ? 

A.  Why,  I  didn't  pay  enough  attention — You  refer  to  what 
one  newspaper  in  particular — without  mentioning  any  names— 

Q.  (interrupting)  Any  newspaper  that  said  about  the  in- 
vestigation of  the  campaign? 

A.  I  didn't  hear  any  rumor  that  caused  me  to  pay  attention 
enough  to  it  to  remember  when   I  heard  it. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  counsel  in  connection  with  the  matter 
before  you  destroyed  any  of  these  documents  or  cards? 

A.  No.   sir. 
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<x>.  Not    from   anybody  > 

A.  No,   sir,   not   that   I   remember. 

Q.  Well,  I  think  you  said — perhaps  I  am  mistaken — that  this 
account  which  you  made  up  from  these  cards  and  memoranda 
had  also  been  destroyed.     Is  that  true? 

A.  What  time  do  you  mean?     It  is  destroyed  now,  yes. 

Q.  When  was  that  destroyed  .' 

A.  I  don't  remember.  I  kept  the. thing  on  sheets  of  paper,  as 
I  said,  and  they  became  soiled,  and  they  were  written  on  differ- 
ent typewriters  and  different  sized  pieces  of  paper,  and  the  doc- 
ument didn'1  look  very  neat;  in  fact,  in  some  eases  it  was  a 
little  bit  hard  to  read  on  accounl  of  its  being  soiled,  and  I 
made  copies  of  it  before  or  while  it  was  still  legible,  and  then 
threw  away  the  old  copies. 

Q.  So  this  that  is  here  is  a  copy  of  a  copy  of  what  yon  made 
from  those  slips  and   memoranda? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  1  can  say  with  a  reasonable  degree  of  certainty 
that  it  is  a  correct  copy.  There  may  be  a  mistake  in  a  date 
here  and   there,  but   no   material   mistake. 

(^.  Was  it  as  full  and  complete  as  the  entry  on  the  cards  and 
memoranda  .' 

A.  Well,  I  wouldn't  that  the  sheet  was  an  exact  copy  of 
the  cards,  because  that  was  abbreviated,  and  sometimes  I  might 
have  had  unnecessary  data  on  the  card.  I  shortened  it  and 
lengthened  it.  as  the  case  might  be. 

Q.  Was   it    as   complete    as   the   cauls   themselves? 

A.  I  think  so.  even  more  so. 

Q.  Then  I  take  it.  and  perhaps  you  have  already  said,  that 
in  many  instances  even  where  the  items  had  been  paid  in  cur- 
rency instead  of  check,  that  there  wasn't  anything,  even  on  the 
cards,  to  show  to  whom  it  was  paid,  nor  for  what  purpose? 

A.  No.  sir.  When  it  appeared  on  the  card  it  appeared  on 
the  copy,  the  name  of  the  person. 

Q.  What  is  that? 

A.  When  the  name  of  the  person  appeared  on  the  card  I  put 
it  on  the  copy. 

Q.  There  are  several  items  here  paid  to  C.  O.  Larson,  Ozau- 
kee county.  Mr.  Edmonds.  I  think,  said  that  he  didn't  know 
he  was  a  candidate  for  the  assembly.  Do  you  know  whether 
he  was  or  not ! 
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A.  I  didn't  think  he  was.  I  had  no  knowledge  of  it  what- 
ever. 

Q.  Is  he  an  acquaintance  of  yours.' 
A.  Only  in  this  campaign. 

The    Chairman:     I    think   that    is   all. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.   Page  901. 

A.  I  have  the  page. 

Q.  Down  a  little  below  the  middle  of  the  page.  '"34,201,  Fred 
Reinold,  Kenosha  county,  $111.05.'  Do  yon  know  anything 
about  that  ? 

A.  Of  course  my  recollection  of  these  things  cannot  be  positive. 
I  will  have  to  give  you  what  I  think. 

(  ).   Have  you  any  present  recollection? 

A.   Yes.  1  have  a  recollection  of  it. 

O.   Was  he  a  game  warden  ? 

A.    1  don't  think  so;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.    If  he  was  you  didn't  know  it? 

A.  That  is  right. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

O.  I  want  to  ask  you  about  this  Minneapolis  paper  here;  I 
can't  pronounce  the  last  name  of  it? 

A.  "Tedende'  ? 

Q.  Yes.  I  see  there  were  large  sums  of  money  paid  to  that. 
What  was  that  for? 

A.  There  were  a  large  number  of  advertisements  run  in  that 
paper,  on  account  of  its  circulation  in  northwestern  Wisconsin. 

O.   Have  you  got  any  bills  from  that  institution  ? 

A.  I  would  not  say  whether  1  have  or  not.  Tt  is  over  to  the 
hotel,  if  I  have. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  look  that  up  tonight  and  bring  them  over. 

A.  Bring  them  all  over.  Senator.  My  only  objection  in  bring- 
ing them  all  over  is  the  time  that  it  will  take  to  go  through  them. 

By  Mr.   ITambrecht : 

Q-  On  page  901.  near  the  bottom  of  the  page,  "E.  A.  Morse, 
$27.00;"  are  you  acquainted  with  him? 

A.  T  don't  remember  that  item,  but  if  that  is  the  congressman, 
I  am  acquainted  with  him. 
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O.  But  you  don't  know  whether  it  is  or  not? 

A.      I  am  not  positive.     I  didn't  see  him. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     It  is  marked  opposite  "Fond  du  Lac  county.'' 

Mr.  Bray:     I  know  that  Morse. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     One  witness  testified  it  was  the  congressman. 

The  Witness:   That  check,  then,  is  probably  in  the  wrong  place. 

P>\  St  nator  Husting  : 

O.  You  have  been  asked  in  quite  a  few  instances  as  to  whether 
a  certain  man  who  received  money  was  or  was  not  a  member  of 
the  assembly,  or  a  candidate  rather  for  the  assembly  and  senate, 
and  also  whether  or  rot  he  was  a  game  warden.  Did  you  pay  out 
money  to  people,  a-  a  rule,  without  knowing  something  about 
them,  and  about  their  character  and  occupation  and  standing? 

\.  I  try  to  ascertain  what  T  can  about  them  before  T  pay  them 
money,  usually. 

O.  Would  the  fact  that  a  man  was  running  for  the  legislature 
be  apt  to  be  communicated  to  you  when  the  money  was  paid? 

A.  i  should  he  a]  t  to  inquire  into  that  matter  on  account  of  the 
law  in  the  matter. 

Q.  Don'1  yon  think  you  would  know  as  a  matter  of  fact 
whether  he  was  or  was  qo1  .' 

A.   f  probably  would. 

Q.  So.  if  any  items  here  appear  in  favor  of  some  persons  who 
were  candidates,  that  fad  was  undoubtedly  known  to  you. 
wasn  't   it  .' 

A.  Not  "undoubtedly,"  no.  I  say  T  would  probably  know  it. 
Then-  arc  133  members  of  the  legislature  in  Wisconsin,  and 
there  are  a  lot  of  them  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Yes.  but  I  am  speaking  of  those — You  don't  pretend  to 
say  that  you  paid  money  to  everyone  of  the  133  .' 

A.  0.  no,  T  don't  claim  anything  of  that  kind. 

Q.  I  ask  you:  If  there  were  any  in  this  list  who  did  receive 
money,  you  would  know  that  fact,  would  you  not? 

A.  Probably. 

Q.  Now.  who  had  charge  of  the  Neillsville  district  for  Mr. 
Stephenson  ? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds  took  those  matters  in  his  hands  mostly,  and 
I  don't  remember  who  had  charge  of  the  Neillsville  district. 

Q.  You  know  it  was  Mr.  Ring,  do  you  not? 
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A.  Now.  you  speak  of  it.  I  know:  t  did  not  connect  Mr.  Ring 
with  the  Neillsville  district  at  that  time. 

Q.  Now.  if  Mr.  Ring-  wanted  money  to  use  in  his  district,  how 
would  he  get  it,  and  what  would  he  do  ! 

A.  The  money  that  was  sent  to  him.  to  the  best  of  my  recol- 
lection, was  drawn  from  the  hank  by  me,  in  cashier's  cheeks, 
by  order  of  Mr.  Edmonds,  turned  over  to  him  or  his  sten- 
ographer to  be  sent  to  Mr.  Ring. 

Q.  That  request  would  come  to  you  primarily,  would  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  would  communicate  that  fact  to  the  teller,  would 
you  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  writing  or  orally  .' 

A.  I  would  have  to  produce  a  receipt  in  order  to  get  the 
money,  in  some  cases  I  sent  the  receipt  by  one  of  the  office 
hoys,  and  in  other  cases  took  it  myself. 

Q.  Would  that  receipt  show  upon  its  face  for  whom  it  was 
intended? 

A.  If  it  were  a  cashier's  check  ordered,  it  probably  would; 
but  in  some  cases  I  made  out  who  it  was  for  on  another  piece  of 
paper.  "In  case  I  had  plenty  of  checks,  for  instance  T  put  a 
sheet  of  paper  in  the  typewriter  and  wrote  that  out,  the  names, 
and  the  amounts,  added  it  up,  and  wrote  one  receipt  to  cover 
the  whole  amount.  In  that  case  the  name  would  not  appear  on 
the  receipt. 

Q.  That  was  in  case  you  paid  currency  .' 

A.  No.  sir,  in  ease  I  ordered  a  number  of  cashier's  checks. 

Q.  HoW  would  the  paying  teller  know  in  whose  names  to 
make  out  the  cashier's  checks? 

A.  From  the  typewritten  list  which  I  would  send  over  with 
the  receipt. 

Q.  And  who  would  then  take  possession  of  the  typewritten 
list,  and  the.  receipt  ? 

A.  Why.  I  don't  remember  whether  the  teller  kept  that  or 
handed  them  back  to  me.  If  he  handed  them  back  to  me  they 
were  destroyed  or  thrown  in  the  waste  basket. 

Q.  In  any  case,  whenever  a  check  was  made  out  and  sent  out 
in  the  state  there  would  come  into  the  hands  of  the  paying  tel- 
ler a  typewritten  list  of  the  checks  you  desired  to  have  made 
out.  the  amount,  and  the  person  to  whom  they  were  to  go? 
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A.  1  don't  like  to  speak  positively,  in  those  terms:  it  might 
not  have  been  typewritten,  it  might  have  been  written  with  a 
lead  pencil. 

Q.  The  principal  fact  is:  Was  the  name  and  amount 
communicated  to  the  teller  in  the  shape  of  some  kind  of  writ- 
ing ? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  Shape  would  do  with  that  list .' 

A.  No,  sir.  !  haven't  a  (dear  recollection  of  whether  he  gave 
it  back  to  me  or  kept  it.  That  would  be  a  matter  of  detail  in 
the  bank  that  I  would  no1   know. 

Q.  Well,  would  the  paying  teller,  who  was  responsible  for  the 
issuance    of    these   cheeks,    hold    that    and    yOur    receipt,    as    a 

VOUCher,   t<>   protect    himself  .' 

A.  My  receipt  should  protect  him  sufficiently,  I  should  think, 
without  a  list  of  names. 

(I    Was  the  receipt   attached  to  the  list  .' 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  you  make  ou1  two  separate  slips  tor  that  ':  Why 
didn'1  yon  attach  your  receipl  right  to  the  list  .' 

A.  Because  I  used  formal  blank  reaeipts  as  much  as  possible 
so  that  tin-  teller  could  keep  them  neatly.  He  asked  me  to  do 
that  :  and  the  list  of  names  sometimes  was  larger  than  would  go 
on  that  receipt. 

Q.  Didn't  yon  make  duplicate  lists,  one  for  your  own  infor- 
mation and  one  for  the  information  of  the  teller.' 

A.  I  did  not.  I  did  not  have  lime  to  put  in  a  carbon  most  of 
the  time.      If  I  had  thought  of  it  I  could  have  done  so. 

Q.  The  typewriter  could  have  made  out  the  list  in  the  same 
length  of  time  and  in  that  manner  yon  would  have  kept  a  com- 
plete record  of  the  amount  of  checks  on)  and  the  persons  to 
whom. 

A.  \ot  in  the  same  time.  I  made  these  lists  here  as  a  rule. 
The  stenographers  were  busy  with  other  things,  and  I  had  a 
typewriter  of  my  own.  and  it  takes  considerable  time  to  put  in  a 
carbon  when  you  haven't  time  to  spare. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  is  worth  mentioning,  the  length  of  time 
it  takes  to  put  in  carbon  .' 

A.  Yes  sir.  when  a  man  is  in  a  hurry,  and  possibly  a  little  bit 
rattled,  he  considers  every  instant  of  time. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  the    matter    was    important    enough   to 
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waste  the  time  it  would  take  to  put  a  piece  of  carbon  paper  in 
between  two  sheets  in  order  to  keep  a  complete  record  of  your 
accounts .' 

A.  The  matter  would  be  important  enough  if  I  did  not  think 
I  had  more  important  matters  on  hand  at  the  time. 

Q.  What  were  those  more  important  matters  ' 

A.  To  get  Stephenson  elected. 

Q.  That  was  the  main  issue  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Regardless  of  where  the  money  went  to  or  the  cost? 

A.  No,  not  entirely  regardless,  but  other  things  were  second- 
ary to  the  primary  question. 

Q.  Now  yon  stated  that  you  had  compared  the  hooks  with 
Mr.  Puelicher — or  your  statement  with  Puelicher's  hooks. 

A.  In  selecting  these  cashiers'  checks,  do  you  mean? 

Q.  No,  I  mean  in  balancing  up? 

A.  Yes,  I  checked  up  with  Mr.  Puelicher. 

Q.  With  Mr.  Puelicher's  hooks,  you  said.  Mr.  Hamhrecht 
asked  you  the  question  ? 

A.  I  corrected  that,  and  said  "accounts." 

Q.  Mr.  Puelicher  had  no  hooks' 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Mr.  Edmonds  testified  that  you  presented  a  statement  to 
him  sometime.  I  guess,  before  the  general  election,  and  you 
asked  him  to  sign  it.  and  he  refused.     What  was  there  to  that .' 

A.  I  made  out  this  schedule  of  expenses  in  the  state,  taking 
out  what  I  knew  I  had  expended  myself,  and  presented  it  to 
him.  and  asked  him  to  sign  it,  showing  that  he  expended  those 
amounts.  He  said  he  didn't  have  time  to  bother  with  it  then: 
he  didn't  know  whether  he  wanted  to  sign  it  anyway:  couldn't 
look  it  over;  and  in  fact  refused  to  sign  it. 

Q.   Did  he  say  why  he  didn't  want  to  sign  it  anyway.' 

A.  Probably  because  he  didn't  have  time  to  look  it  over,  as 
I  remember  it. 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  that  list  from  .' 

A.  That  was  from  the  chart  and  slips  of  paper  that  I  kept 
memoranda  on  during  the  campaign. 

Q.  These  cards  and  slips,  it  took  you  some  time  to  make 
them  out,  did  it  not  ? 

A.  It  took  some  time;  more  time  than  I  had  to  spare,  as  I 
looked  at  it. 


840      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   INVESTIGATION", 

Q.  Wouldn't  it  take  less  time  to  make  carbon  copies,  instead 
of  separate  slips  or  pieces  of  paper  and  cards.' 
A.    1  don 't  think  it  would. 

Q.  Now  referring  to  some  of  the  items  that  you  may  have 
omitted  from  the  list,  are  you  prepared  to  state,  if  there  are 
any  which  have  keen  omitted  there,  that  the  total  cannot  ex- 
ceed the  amount  not  accounted  for  on  this  statement  which 
you  have  filed  here  . 

A.  Now  let  me  see  if  I  understand  you:  It  I  were  to  say 
that  the  total  of  the  statement  here  could  no1  he  changed  by 
any  mistake  in  the  schedule? 

Q.   In  the  omission  of  checks.' 

A.  It  wouldn't  change  the  total,  no  sir.  Ii  we  were  to  find 
them  and  put  them  in  here,  it  would  simply  supply  some  place 
where  we  haven't  given  information  as  to  who  the  money  went 
to.  or  for  what   purpose,  or  something  of  that  kind. 

<t>.  Yon  could,  in  no  case,  have  omitted  a  sufficient  number 
ot  checks,  oi-  other  items  ot  disbursement,  to  exceed  the  total 
that  you  now  have  .' 

A.  We  couldn't  do  anything  to  change  these  totals  because 
they  have  checked  and  balanced.  If  we  were  to  find  items. 
omitted  to  more  than  cover  these  items,  why  there  would  have 
to  Kc  some  oilier  mistake,  because  the  total  is  right. 

Q.  Now  you  staled  thai  Mr.  Stephenson  cautioned  you  to  keep 
within   the  [aw. 

A.    I    did. 

Q.   And  you  went   and  consulted  some  attorneys,  you  said? 

A.    Yes  sir. 

Q.   Were  you    inform' (I   what    the  law   was.' 

A.    Well,    in    a    genera]    way.   yes. 

<L>.    You    went    to    them    to    find    out    in    a    specific    way.    didn't 

\  .  :  1 1   .' 

A.  i  went  to  them  and  asked  them  if  they  had  any  instruc- 
tions to  give  me  for  or  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Stephenson,  to  keep 
within  the  law.  I  was  generally  informed  that  I  must — and 
the  only  informatii  n  I  remember  of  gett'ng  from  them  was  that 
I  must  not  [iay  money  to  members,  or  candidates  foe  th.2  leg- 
islature,  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  their  cam]  aign. 

Q.  You  could  give  it  to  them  for  any  other  purpose,  but  not 
for  the  purpose  of  aiding  their  own  campaign.  Was  thai  what 
you  Ltnderstood  .' 
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A.  Yes,  I  was  at  liberty  to  buy  cigars  from  a  candidate,  or 
■do  business  with  him,  or  give  it  to  him  for  the  purpose  of  aid- 
ing Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign,  but  not  for  his  own  cam- 
paign. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  the  law  was  thai  you  could  properly 
•give  a  candidate  or  a  member  of  the  legislature,  any  amount  of 
money  that  you  wanted  to,  as  long  as  you  made  the  express 
agreement  with  him  that  he  was  not  to  use  it  for  his  own  cam- 
paign ? 

A.  0,  I  don't  think  the  express  agreement  would  excuse  me. 
If  I  should  give  him  an  amount  of  money  that  he  could  not  use 
for  Mr.  Stephenson,  and  it  would  be  presumable  that  I  knew 
that  he  might  use  it  for  himself. 

Q.  If  you  did,  in  some  of  these  instances,  give  some  of  the 
members  money,  did  you  ever  ask  jfhem  what  they  did  with  it? 

A.  No.  I  never  did. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  other  instructions  from  the  attorneys 
in  regard  to  what  the  law  was.' 

A.   I  don't  remember  of  receiving  any. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  ask  the  attorneys  for  instructions  of 
this  kind?  Did  you  apprehend  that  you  might  overstep  the 
line  >. 

A.  It  was  more  been  use  .Mr.  Stephenson  had  cautioned  me 
to  keep  within  the  law.  and  I  wanted  to  be  able  to  say  to  him 
that  I  had  gone  to  bis  attorneys,  as  he  told  me  I  might,  for 
advice  in  the  matter. 

Q.  You  made  the  arrangements,  did  you  not.  witb  the  mem- 
bers of  the  assembly  .' 

A.  I  made  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Wellensgard. 

Q.  You  went  down  and  sjiw  Mr.  Bancroft,  did  you   not  .' 

A.  No  sir.  I  did  not. 

Q.  I  thought  you  made  him  a  call:  made  a  Mr.  Bancroft  a 
call. 

A.  At  his  home  .' 

Q.    Yes. 

A.  No  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  never  had  any  talk  with  Mr.  Bancroft  what- 
ever ] 

A.  I  did  not;  not  about  this  campaign. 
Q.  Do  you  know  who  did? 
54 
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A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  that  .' 

A.  .Mr.  Puelicher. 

O.    .Mr.   Puelicher  did  not  visit  him  at  his  home,  did  he? 

A.  O,  no.  I  don't  know  who  met  him  at  his  home.  I  thought 
you  meant  to  ask  me  if  I  knew  who  did  have  any  talk  with  him. 

O.  You  stated  a  while  ago  that  you  thought  your  account,  that 
you  made  from  slips  and  papers,  was  more  complete  than  the  slips 
>  >f  ]  aper  themselves  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  in  hetter  form,  and  more  legible,  and  in  some  cases 
more  complete.      1  supplied  deficiencies  at  times  from  memory. 

Q.   Did  you  make  the  account  on  a  typewriter? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    That  was  after  the  campaign  was  over,  was  it  not  ? 

A.  (  ).  no.  from  t  me  to  time.  1  don  t  remember  just  what  the 
times  were,  hut  whenever  I  got  time  to  clean  up  my  desk  and 
check  those  >li])s.  and  put  them  in  form,  so  that  I  put  them  away, 
and  they  would  not  take  up  so  much  -pace.  1  did  so. 

Q.  Do  you  still  think  that  saved  you  more  time  in  keeping  the 
account  as  you  went  along,  in  proper  form,  d  >  you? 

A.  1  don't  know  about  that  :  since  the  senator  has  suggested  the 
carbon  copy,  possibly  it  might  have  keen  a  hetter  way:  hut  1  didn't 
do  it  that  way.      Possil  ly  I  di  ln't  think  of  doing  it  that  way. 

By  .Mr.  [ngalls: 

Q.  When  you  asked  Edmonds  to  Fign  a  receipt,  was  that  up 
here  at  Madison  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  That  was  a  receipt  for  the  money  he  had  han  lied  personally, 
was  it  not  ? 

A.  No,  it  was  not  a  receipt  that  I  asked  him  for;  it  was  to  sign 
that  statement. 

O.  A  statement  for  the  whole  thing? 

A.  No,  no;  a  statement  of  the  amount  th  it  he  han  lie  1  perron- 
al'y. 

Q.   Certify  to  it? 

A.  Yes,  .'ir. 

O.  That  it  was  correct? 

A.  Yes,  cir. 

O.  And  you  presented  that  to  him? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.   Where  did  you  get  that  from  ? 
A.   From  my  memoranda  kept  in  the  office. 
O.   Did  you  keep  his  personal  transactions? 
A.  I  kept  track  of  the  moneys  that  passed  through  my  hands  on 
his  order. 

Q.  He  had  a  personal  bank  account  ? 

A.  ]  knew  nothing  about  that  at  that  time  at  all. 

O.  You  didn't  have  that  statement? 

A.  Xo. 

Q.    But  this  was  the  statement  you  had  taken  care  of,  by  his 
order,  and  you  wanted  him  to  certify  to  it? 
A.   Yes. 

Q.   And  he  said  he  didn't  have  time  to  pay  any  attention  to  it? 

A.  Something  to  that  effect.  He  was  very  busy.  There  were 
a  lot  of  men  around  there. 

O.  Do  you  want  to  be  understood  that  you  have  got  all  of  the 
campaign  money  in  this  list,  the  amount? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Irrespective  of  whether  it  shows  just  what  it  was  for  or  not, 
the  amount  is  there  ? 

A.  The  amount  accounted  for  here  is  the  correct  amount.  Of 
course.  I  do  not  presume  to  account  for  money  that  was  not  left  in 
my  hands. 

O.  Whatever  is  not  accounted  for  there  by  name  or  description, 
when  the  name  or  description  is  added,  it  won't  change  the 
amount  ? 

A.   Xot  a  particle. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

0.  Please  turn  to  page  915.  In  the  center  of  the  page  you  will 
find  "Free  Press,  33756,  45  cents."  I  have  looked  all  through 
this  list,  and  I  can't  find  anything  else  going  to  the  Free  Press. 
Didn't  you  treat  them  pretty  shabbily? 

A.  That  was  a  subscription  to  the  paper,  and  we  paid  the  bill 
when  presented. 

O.  Did  you  advertise  in  the  Free  Press  extensively  ? 

A.   I  gave  no  advertisements  to  the  Free  Press. 

O.  Didn't  the  Free  Press  advertise  Mr.  Stephenson's  candidacy 
during  the  primary  campaign  ? 

A.  No  regular  advertisements,  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Did  it  have  anv,  that  you  know  of  ?  " 
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A.  Well,  the  support  of  the  paper  was  his,  of  course.  I  knew 
that  the  paper  was  supporting  him  to  the  best  of  its  ability,  but  so 
far  a>  running  any  regular  advertising  in  there,  as  we  did  in  other 
papers,  I  don't  know  of  any.  There  may  have  been  some,  but  I 
don't  know  it. 

O.  Yott  don't  know  of  any  advertisements  for  Mr.  Stephenson 
in  the  Free  Press  during  the  primary  campaign? 

A.   I  don't  think  of  any,  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Whitman:     That  is,  outside  of  the  editorials. 
Mr.  Bray:     That  is,  outside  of  the  editorials. 

Q.  Didn't  you  advertise  in  practically  every  large  newspaper  in 
the  state  ? 

A.  That  advertising  was  handled  principally  by  the  Koch 
agency. 

A.  I  never  went  into  the  details  of  that.  That  is  one  reason 
why  I  might  not  be  right  in  my  statement  that  there  were  no  ad- 
vertisements in  the  Free  Press.  They  handled  that  matter,  and 
we  settled  that  matter. 

O.  It  is  not  reasonable  to  suppose  there  was  no  advertising  in 
the  Free  Press,  i-  there,  when  every  large  newspaper  in  the  state 
had  advertising? 

A.  Possibly  T  am  wrong  about  that.  1  don't  know  anything 
about  it,  anyway. 

Q.  If  here  was  advertising  in  the  Free  Press,  it  the  Koch  agency 
don't  include  it  in  their  items,  then  it  is  not  chaiged  against  Mr. 
Stephenson's  account  ? 

A.  Let  me  understand  you.      If  the  Koch  agency 

(Question  read  by  the  stenographer  as  follows: 

"O.  If  there  was  advertising  in  the  Free  Press,  if  the  Koch 
agency  don't  include  it  in  their  items,  then  it  is  not  charged  against 
Mr;  Stephenson's  account  ?"  i 

A.   Probably  net. 

Mr.  Whitman:     Q.   Where  i>  their  account,  the  Koch  agency? 

A.    It  may  be  in  my  bills  over  at  the  hotel. 

Mr.  Whitman:     How  much  was  that,  all  told? 

Mr.  Bray  :     It  is  about  $3,000. 

Mr.  Ingalls  :  O.  They  took  care  of  the  advertising  in  country 
papers  largely  ? 

A.  The  general  advertising,  yes.  sir,  country  papers. 

O.  Who  knows  about  that.  Usher? 

A.  Why,  I  suppose  Mr.  Koch. 
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Q.  "Where  is  he? 
A.  Milwaukee. 

<^).   What   is  his  name .' 

A.  Otto,  I  think. 

Q.  "Where  is  their  office? 

A.  Oh,  I  never  went  to  their  office,  but  I  think  it  is  on  Wis- 
consin street,  not  far  from  Milwaukee  street. 

Q.  You  cannot  approximate  that  item,  can  you? 

A.  I  think  there  was  one  item  of  about  $3  000,  anil  some 
smaller  items. 

Mr.  Bray:  Q.  "913,"  the  third  item  is  "Koch  Advertising 
Agency,"  "34,027,"  amount  $3,304.17.     You  have  that  bill? 

A.   I  wouldn't  say  positively. 

The  Chairman:  There  are  two  of  those  items;  another  $3.00© 
item. 

Mr.  Bray-  Q.  I  presume  if  you  don't  have  the  hill  yon 
would  get  a  duplicate  of  it  .' 

A.  They  would  give  us  a  duplicate,  undoubtedly. 

Q.  It  there  was  advertising  in  the  Free  Press,  as  I  said  be- 
fore, and  it  is  not  included  in  their  statement,  then  it  was  not 
eharged  to  the  Stephenson  campaign,  but  he  would  have  paid  it 
through  his  newspaper;  in  other  words  the  newspaper  would 
have  to  pay  for  it.  rather  than  the  campaign  .' 

A.  Well.  I  would  have  no  knowledge  of  those  facts  Mr. 
Bray. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  about  an  item  on  page  399.  near  the  bottom 
of  the  page,  an  item  "Fond  du  Lac  county.  $250."  I  will  ask 
you  if  yon  know  anything  about  to  whom  that  was  paid? 

A.  1  don't  know  positively,  or  T  should  have  put  it  in  there; 
but  I  think  it  was  paid  to  a  man  by  the  name  of  Morse,  whose 
name  appears  in  some  other  part  of  this  statement. 

Q.  That  you  concluded  you  paid  in  cash  instead  of  check,  be- 
cause you  couldn't  find  any  check? 

A.  Probably  because  the  check  does  not  appear. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Q.  Do  you  know  that  Morse? 

A.  T  don't  think  I  know  him  personally.  I  wouldn't  be  sure 
of  that. 

Q.  What  he  does,  his  business? 
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A.  No,  sir,  I  don't  know,  except  from  what  I  have  heard  Mr. 
Edmonds  testily  here. 

By  Mr.  Hyzer: 

Q.  I  note  that  you  have  presented  to  the  committee  tonight 
five  receipted  bills  for  what  may  be  called  advertising-,  re- 
ceipted by  Ellis  P>.  Usher.  Did  you  settle  for  those  bills;  did 
you  pay  them  .' 

A.  1  believe  I  did. 

Q.  To  Mr.  Usher? 

A.     1     believe     I     did. 

Q.  And  from  what   fund  .' 

A.  From  the  general  fund,  out  of  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank. 

Q.  And  these  five  bills,  receipted  by  Mr.  Usher,  the  amounts 
of  them  are  in  your  account  that  you  have  rendered? 

A.    In  the  account,  yes.  sir. 

Q.   Did  you  make  the  arrangement  with  .Mi-.  Usher? 

A.  I  believe  I  did.  yes.  I  had  some  talk  with  him.  and  put 
him  .at  work,  and  .Mi-.  Edmonds  had  some  talk  with  him  after- 
wards. I  don't  know  whether  he  changed  the  arrangement  1 
made,  or  not. 

Q.  I  notice  thai  these  bills  are  not  exactly  charged  to  me,  but 
in  a  sense  seem  to  be. 

A.  I  noticed  that  they  were  made  out  against  Mr.  Hyzer,  and 
upon  inquiry  1  think  I  was  informed  that  that  was  just  a  mis- 
take of  Mr.  Usher's  stenographer.  I  don't  know  why  I  did  not 
ask  him  to  correct    it.  but   probably  didn'1   have  time. 

Q.  Did  you   ever  consult   me  about   them  ' 

A.   Not  about  those  bills,  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  call   the  fact  to  my  attention.' 

A.   Xot  to  my  recollection. 

By  Mr.  Husting: 

Q.  Just  a  word  generally  as  to  this  account.  Mr.  Sackett.  We 
haven't  gone  over  this  account  item  by  item,  but  I  want  you  to 
say  whether  these  men  whose  names  appear  here  were  your 
agents  in  behalf  of  the  campaign,  and  under  general  instruc- 
tions, or  specific,  if  it  was  so  stated  in  the  account,  to  work  for 
Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  The  men  whose  names  are  stated  there,  as  far  as  I  know, 
were  under  specific  instructions. 
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Q.  That  doesn'1  agree  with  what  you  said  before.  For  in- 
stance, Mr.  Perrin  was  under  no  specific  instructions. 

A.  Did  I  say  31  r.  Perrin  was  under  no  specific  instructions? 

Q.  I  so  understood  you — or  Mr.  Edmonds — tinder  general  in- 
structions ! 

A.  I  don't  recall  making  any  such  statement.  I  knew  noth- 
thing  about  the  instructions  to  Mr.  Perrin. 

Q.  You  had  no  relations  with  Mr.  Perrin  at  all? 

A.  Not  in  the  least. 

Q.  Then  Mr.  Edmonds  so  stated,  that  they  received  general 
instructions.  What  I  am  getting  at  is  this:  That  cxi-vy  man 
whose  name  appears  here  to  have  received  money  was  duly  au- 
thorized to  expend  the  same  in  the  manner  set  out  here,  go  far 
as  appears  upon   this  list? 

A.   As  far  as  T  know,  that   was  his  authorization. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Q.  Authorized  by  whom? 

A.  By  me. 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :     Mr.  Stephenson  or  you  I 

A.  By  me.  as  far  as  1  know;  and  they  were  called  specifically 
instructed,  when  1  instructed  them. 

By   Senator   Husting: 

Q.  Do  you  want  to  tell  us  which  ones  received  specific  instruc- 
tions from  you  on  this  list? 

A.  I  could  give  you  a  few  of  them;  McMahon,  Miller.  Ham- 
bright,  Sexton. 

The  Chairman  :      1  guess  we  will  take  that  up  in  the  morning. 

Recess  until  nine  o'clock  a.  m..  February  27.  1909. 


848      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 


MJadison,   Wis..    February   27.   1909. 

9  O'Cloek  A.  M. 
Hearing  resumed. 
All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Examination  of  Rodney  Sackett,  resumed  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Senator  Husting: 

<x>.  You  were  abou1  to  explain  yesterday  evening  aboul  in- 
structions given  tn  some  of  these  men  whose  names  appear  on 
this  list,  page  897. 

A.  Now,   if  the   question   could   be  repeated— 

i  Lasl  testimony  given  by  the  witness  read  by  the  stenog- 
rapher. 

A.  (continued)  Those  were  not  .-ill  of  the  persons  to  whom 
I  gave  special  instructions. 

Q.   I  wish  you  would  name  them  all. 

A.  It  would  1"  impossible  to  name  all  of  them.  1  will  go 
through  the  list,  and  name  those  whom   I  can. 

Q.  Those  to  whom  yon  gave  specific  instructions,  were  these 
specific  instructions  .-ill  to  the  same  effect? 

A.   Yes.   sir. 

<^.  Well,  then,  name  those  to  whom  you  gave  specific  instruc- 
tions. 

A.  I  will  say  in  general  thai  I  gave  specific  instructions  to 
every  om-  thai   1   instructed  a1   all  personally;  everyone  that  I 

employed. 

Q.  Now.  you  can  state  what  those  specific  instructions  wore. 

A.  To  conduct  a  quiet,  decent  campaign;  in  the  early  cases 
to  have  the  nomination  papers  circulated  by  men  who  were 
friendly  to  Mr.  Stephenson,  friendh  enough  1o  circulate  those 
papers  without  any  pay.  You  will  notice  on  one  of  the  pages 
there  that  something  like  $40  was  paid  for  nomination  papers. 
That  is  all  that  the  nomination  papers  cost,  that  I  have  got  in 
our  office,  and  they  were,  hills  that  were  not  regularly  contracted 
for:  hills  that   may  have  been  sent  in. 
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Q.  Then  if  you  were  to  take  only  such  as  would  circulate 
nomination  papers  without  pay  there  was  no  necessity. of  giv- 
ing them  something  for  that  purpose  .' 

A.  Xo  money  was  to  be  expended  for  that  purpose. 
Q.  Why  not? 

A.  Because  I  supposed  that  we  had  ought  to  find  men  enough 
who  were  friendly  to  Mr.  Stephenson,  who  would  circulate  them 
for  nothing,  and  in  that  way  it  would  be  an  indication  of  the 
sentiment  of  the  state;  where,  if  we  paid  them,  it  might  not  be 
quite  such  a  good  indication. 

Q.  I  see  you  have  got  an  item  here  somewhere  of  some  $300 
or  $400  for  nomination  papers,  haven't  you? 
A.  Niot  in  the  schedules  I  made  out. 
Q.  I  speak  of  another  schedule 

A.  I  would  rather  confine  myself  to  that  part  of  it  with  which 
I  am  familiar.     I  have  a   faint  recollection  that  Mr.  Knell  iri 
his  statement  has  a  Laarge~item  for  that,  but  I  had  nothing  to 
do  with  that,  except  to  give  a  receipt  for  the  money  he  got. 
Q.  Was  there  anything  else  yon  told  these  men  .' 
A.  Yes.  I  told  them   that  they  were  to  do  nothing  that  was 
not  strictly  in  accordance  with  the  law.  and  that   was  not  per- 
fectly  decent    in   every   respect.     They  were  not  to  conduct  the 
cairtpaign    in   a  noisy   way;   they   were  nol    to   go   into   barrooms 
and  call   up  the  crowd;   they  were  not   to  do  anything  of  that 
nature;  not   that  I  have  anything  particular  against  barrooms, 
but  I  didn't  want  the  men  who  were  out  spending  our  money, 
and  doing  our  work,  to  go  into  that,  because  I  knew  it  would 
incapacitate  them  for  intelligent  work  if  they  got  into  that  part 
of  the  game. 

Q.  Besides  that  you  wanted  a  quiet  campaign? 
A.  Wanted  a  quiet  decent  campaign. 
Q.  Did  you  tell  them  what  the  law  Avas? 
A.  I  don  't  know  that  I  felt  competent  to  tell  them  what  the 
law  was.     I  supposed  the  general  principles  of  the  law,  their 
own  idea  of  right  and  wrong. — 

Q.   (interrupting)     I   wish   you    would   confine  yourself   not 
to  what  you  supposed,  but  the  facts. 

A'.  I  don't  mean  to  go  outside  of  the  regular  rules. 
Q.  There  has  been  a  good  deal  of  testimony  on  assumptions 
and  suppositions;  now  I  would  like  to  have  you  confine  your- 
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self  to  the  facts.  I  ask  you  now :  Did  you  instruct  these  men 
as  to  what  the  law  was? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  You  say  you  did  not  consider  yourself  competent.  Did 
you  consider  these  men  to  whom  you  gave  this  money,  and  told 
them  to  keep  within  the  law.  competent  to  judge  of  what  was 
legal  or  illegal,  without  some  special  instructions  along  that 
line  ? 

A.  I  have  got  to  suppose  to  answer  that   question. 

Q.  Well,  you  did  suppose  .' 

A.  I  did  suppose  that  they  had  an  ordinary  knowledge  of 
what  was  right  and  wrong,  and  an  ordinary  knowledge  of  the 
general  meaning  of  the  laws  governing  such  cases. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  else  you  instructed  them  in,  to  do  or 
not  to  do? 

A.   I   don't    remember   anything  else. 

<^.  Now.  will  you  please  name  the  men  to  whom  yon  gave 
these   speeial    insl  met  ions  .' 

A.  E.  II.  McMahon,  J.  C.  .Miller—or.  will  just  the  last  names 
do? 

The  Chairman:     Better  give  the  full  name. 

A.  E.  II.  McMahon,  J.  C.  Miller,  C.  M.  Hambright,  J.  R. 
Keyes:  he  is  "713"  the  sec I  one. 

Q.    Who   was  J.    \{.    Keyes.   if   you   remember.' 

A.  Be  was  a  railroad  man.  or  an  ex-railroad  man.  who  was 
employed  to  go  around  the  state  and  work  among  railroad  men. 

T.  J.  Sexton.  J.  Wypszinski;  R.  Rowe;  F.  Remold;  R.  J. 
Rogers;  C.  0.  Larson. 

Mr.   Hamhrecht :     What    page   is  that  on? 

A.  808.  He  appears  down  near  the  bottom  of  the  page, 
about  six  names  up  from  the  bottom. 

The  Chairman:     <v>.  Where  does  ('.   ().   Larson   reside.' 

A.  I  think  it  is  Ozaukee  county ;  our  of  the  little  counties 
near  Milwaukee  county. 

By  Senator  Husting : 

Q.   Did  you  know  him  personally  1 

A.  I  knew  him  during  the  campaign. 

•Q.   Do  you  know  what  his  occupation  is.' 
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A.  I  think  he  sells  oil  for  the  Standard  Oil  Company;  the 
company  had  nothing  to  do  with  this,  however. 

L.  II.  Stevens:  That  is  a  $300  item,  on  page  899.  Now,  I 
want  to  givi  you  ;i  name  that  I  am  not  absolutely  positive  about, 
hut  I  think  lie  was  one  of  them.  W.  C.  Bratz,  on  the  bottom  of 
page  899. 

The  Chairman:     Q.  Where  docs  Mr.  Bratz  reside' 

A.  I  think  at  Port  Washington. 

Senator  Hasting:     Isn't  he  from  Washington  county.' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator   1 1  listing:     Port  Washington  is  in  Ozaukee  county. 

A.  I  may  be  mixed  in  my  geography,  but  it  was  up  near  .Mil- 
waukee. J.  Plevelieh,  at  the  top  of  page  900.  I  will  include 
A.  R.  Ames  of  .Madison.  T  gave  him  instructions.  Whether  he 
received  others,  or  not.  I  don't  know.  Now.  hen  is  a  ease  that 
is  a  little  bit  different,  a  man  to  whom  I  did  not  give  instruc- 
tions, and  one  who  was  employed   by  us. 

Q.  Who  do  you  refer  to? 

A.  0.  0.  Wellensgard.  I  talked  with  Mr.  Wellensgard,  and 
did  not  feel  at  liberty  to  give  him  instructions  because  he  was 
receiving  no  pay  for  his  services,  no  compensation  to  himself, 
whatevt  r. 

Senator   Husting :      -fust   tell   us   what   was  said. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:      lie  said   what  he  did. 

Witness:  I  am  just  trying  to  make  it  clear.  I  am  not  try- 
ing to  waste  any  time.     I  am  anxious  to  get  away. 

.Mr.  Bray:  Let  1dm  tell  it  all.  not  just  what  you  want  to 
hear. 

The  Chairman:  lie  is  drawing  an  inference  as  to  what  the 
understanding  was. 

Mir.  Hambrecht:  T  don't  understand  that  he  is  drawing  an 
inference.     He  simply  says  he  didn't  pay  him. 

Witness:  Possibly  I  am  wrong  in  anticipating  a  question 
that  I  presumed  would  be  asked. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  he  is  asking  you  what  you  said,  and 
what  Mr.  Wellensgard  said. 

A.  I  am  wrong.  I  told  Mir.  Wellensgard  to  do  what  he 
thought  necessary,  and  was  able  to  do.  for  Senator  Stephenson, 
and  let  me  know  how  much  it  amounted  to  after  he  had  done  it. 
and  I  would  send  him  a  check.  We  talked  about  different  man- 
ners of  conducting  campaigns,  and  I  brought  in  the  same  idea 
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contained  in  the  instructions  to  the  other  men,  hut  I  did  not 
give  them  to  him  as  instructions;  simply  an  understanding  be- 
tween us  that  it  was  to  be  conducted  that  way. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  an  understanding  between  you  and 
Mr.  Wellensgard  ?  Was  that  understanding  that  it  was  to  be 
done  in  any  other  way  except  what  was  sail'  .' 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Please  tell  us  what  was  said? 

A.  I  don't  remember  the  exact  language. 

Q.   I   mean   the   substance? 

A.  The  substance  of  it  was  the  same  as  the  instructions  given 
to  the  men  whom  I  hired.  I  will  have  to  explain  a  little,  per- 
haps, to  make  that  clear. 

<^>.  Yon  stated  a  little  while  ago  that  yon  did  not  tell  him  to- 
do  this. 

A.  I  didn't  instruct  him.  By  an  instruction  I  would  rather 
imply  an  order. 

Q.  Yes;  well,  what  did  you  do? 

A.  I  talked  the  matter  over,  and  came  to  an  understanding 
with  him.  His  understanding  of  the  campaign  was  the  same  as 
mine. 

Q.  I  beg  your  pardon.  Yon  cannot  testify  as  to  what  his 
understanding  was.  except  so  far  as  it  appears  from  the  con- 
versation ;  the  substance  of  the  conversation. 

A.  The  substance — 

Senator  Husting:  (interrupting)  I  object  to  the  testimony,, 
because  lie  is  drawing  an  inference  from  that  conversation. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  what  the  substance  of  the  conversation 
was  between'  you  and  Wellensgard. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  think  you  are  enforcing  the  strict  rules 
of  evidence  in  this  case,  when  it  has  been  admitted,  in  wide 
latitude,  in  others.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  the  testimony 
be  limited  in  all  cases. 

Mr.  Bray:  Have  The  senators'  sentiments  changed  in  regard 
to  that? 

Senator  Husting:  Not  at  all.  I  object  to  an  inference  that 
a  Avitness  might  draw  from  a  given  state1  of  facts,  unless  he 
L'ives  his  own  inference. 
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The  Chairman:  I  don't  know  but  what  it  would  shorten  tfu» 
time  to  let  it  go  in,  and  then  insist  oil  the  conversation. 

Senator  Husting:     That  may  be. 

Mr.  Hambreeht :  I  would  be  glad  to  have  all  the  examina- 
tions conducted  along  that  line,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned;  from 
now  on. 

-Senator  Husting :     I  think  it  should  be. 

Mi-.  Hambreeht:  It  has  not  been  in  the  past.  That  is  the 
point  I  make. 

Witness:  May  I  state  what  the  inference  was — I  mean  the 
understanding  from  the  conversation  that  I  had.  in  substance. 
my  understanding  of  it? 

Senator  Husting: 

Q.  I  would  prefer  to  have  you  state  the  substance  of  what 
was  said. 

A.  I  would  remember  the  exact  conversation,  by  any  possibil- 
ity. 

Q.  The  substance  of  it? 

A.  The  substance  of  what  was  said  was  that  he  was  to  use — 

The  Chairman:     Who  said  it?" 

A.  I.  couldn't  say  whether  he  said  it  or  I  said  it.  That  is 
why  I  said  it  was  our  understanding. 

Mr.  Hambreeht :  That  sort  of  evidence  has  been  admitted 
all  the  time  within  the  past  two  weeks. 

Senator  Husting:  Now,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  want  to  be 
put  in  a  false  position  by  these  gentlemen. 

Mr.  Bray:     You  are  putting  yourself  there. 

Senator  Husting:  You  are  attempting  to  put  me  there.  Of 
course,  you  can.     That  is  what  I  get  up  here  for. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:     You  are  already  there. 

Senator  Husting:  The  idea  is  this:  We  would  like  to  have 
the  witness  state  the  facts.  Mr.  Edmonds  was  permitted  to 
testify — I  don't  think  rightfully — "I  assume  this,  and  assume 
that.'"  The  witness  ought  to  state  what  he  said,  what  he  did. 
or  what  the  other  gentlemen  said  or  did:  not  in  the  Avords — 
that  would  be  asking  too  much — but  in  substance;  and  the 
committee  can  draw  whatever  inference  they  want  to. 

Witness:     Possibly  I  could  put  it  that  way. 

Mr.  Hambreeht :  I  am  very  glad  to  see  the  gentleman  take 
this  attitude.     It  is  pleasing  to  the  assembly  members    of   the 
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committee.  It  was  the  attitude  we  were  trying  to  take  at  the 
start,  to  conduct  this  along  the  lines  of  legal  procedure,  so  that 
evidence  that  was  competent,  material  and  relevant  might  he 
admitted  in  the  regular  way.  We  tried  to  do  that  time  and 
again,  and  have  been  outvoted  by  the  senators  on  that  proposi- 
tion. And  I.  hoard  Senator  Ilusting  urge,  with  a  great  deal  of 
force,  the  idea  of  having  a  vide  open  investigation,  and  not 
limiting  it  by  strict  technical  rules  of  evidence. 

Senator  Ilusting:  I  heg  pardon.  I  never  said  any  such  thing. 
except  that  I  do  want  a  wide  open  investigation. 

The  Chairman :  Now  let  us  go  on  with  this  question.  If 
the  witness  has  stated  what  was  said,  perhaps  you  don't  want 
to  examine  him  any  farther  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Husting:  No,  I  don't  want  to  examine  him  further, 
unless  he  can  state  facts. 

Witness:     I  can't  give  the  exact  words. 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  you  to  give  exact  words.  I  ask  you  to 
give  the  substance  of  the  conversation  between  you. 

A.  I  will  give  the  substance  of  the  conversation,  but  I  can't 
say  whether  I  said  it.  or  Wellensgard  said  it.  positively!  Will 
that  do.'  /May  I  assume  that  I  said  it.  even  though  he  may 
have  said  it  ? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     1  object  to  that,  too. 

A.  Well,  then  I  will  put  it  this  way:  It  was  said  in  the  con- 
versation that  Mr.  Wellensgard  was  not  to  use  any  money  for 
his  own  campaign.  He  was  not  to  charge  any  money  to  Mr. 
Stephenson  that  was  not  expended  entirely  for  the  benefit  of 
Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign.  He  Avas  to  receive  nothing  for 
his  own  services.  I  think  that  covers  the  whole  understand- 
ing. 

By  Mr.  Dray: 

Q.  Did  he  render  any  account .' 
A.  He  did. 

Q.  Have  you  the  account  that  he  rendered  .' 
A.   I  have.     Would  you  like  it  produced? 
Mr.  Bray :     Yes. 
Mr.  Hambrecht :     Yes. 

(Account  produced  and  marked  "Exhibit  62.") 
Witness :     Now.  would  the  senator  like  to    have    me    go    on 
and  find  other  names,  if  possible? 
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By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.   When  wns  this  account  rendered? 

A.  After  the  primary.  I  believe  it  hears  date.  The  report 
will  show  the  date  on  which  the  cheek  was  mailed,  and  it  is 
about  the  date  the  account  was  received. 

Mr.  Bray:     September  3rd,  I  believe,  it  is  dated. 

By  Senator  Husting : 

Q.  This  covers  items  from  .July  5th  to  and  including  Septem- 
ber 3rd  .' 

A.  1  haven't  examined  that  account  fully,  Senator.  I 
couldn't  explain  tin'  items  in  that  account,  from  my  own  knowl- 
edge. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  was  done  with  this  money  .'  Here  is 
an  item  "Paid  out  to  help.  G.  Burlingame  and  four  men.  $30." 
Do  you  know  what  kind  of  help  that  was  ? 

A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  my  own.  except  what  is  contained 
in  that  account. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  what  any  part  of  this  money 
was  spent  for.  except  so  far  as  indicated  on  this  hill:' 

A.  Xo.  sir. 

Q.  No  personal  knowledge? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  .Mr.  Wellensgard,  during  that  time,  was  a  candidate  for 
office  ' 

A.  lie  was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  whether  or  not  any 
part  of  this  money  was  spent  to  aid  him  in  his  campaign? 

A.  Do  you  want  me  to  confine  my  answer  to  my  own  knowl- 
edge, absolutely  .' 

Q.    Yes. 

A.    I  do  not. 

(,).  There  arc  items  here  .aggregating  about  $125  for  work 
done  on  election  day.  and  September  2nd.  Do  you  know  of 
your  own  knowledge  whether  any  part  of  that  money  was  used 
by  Mr.  Wellensgard  to  bring  voters  to  the  polls  in  his  hehalf. 
as  well  as  Mr.  Stephenson's.' 

A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  arrangement. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  would  object  to  its  introduction  in  evi- 
dence on  the  ground  that  it  is   irrelevant,    immaterial    and   in- 
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competent.  It  is  marked  as  an  exhibit.  It  is  not  in  evidence 
yet. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  (to  Senator  Husting)  Yon  spoke  of  "elec- 
tion;" yon  don't  mean  the  general  election.' 

Senator  Hosting:     Oh  no;  the  primary. 

Q.  Now.  will  yon  proceed? 

A.  "W.  E.  Powell  ;.E.  A.  Ilammelroth." 

.Mr.  Hambreeht :     Q.  Where  does  he  live? 

A.  I  think  it  is  Merrill.  It  is  in  the  northern  part  of  the 
state  somewhere. 

L.  B.  (\»x. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:     Q*.  Where  do  yon  find,  that? 

A.  Right  under  Ilammelroth.     I  believe  that  to  be  all. 

Q.  I  now  ask  yon.  with  the  exception  of  those  when  yon  have 
named  the  men  whose  names  appear  on  this  list  were  acting 
under  general  instructions,  so  far  as  you  know.' 

A.  I  know  nothing  of  their  instructions,  unless  I  gave  them 
myself. 

Q.  And  the  amount,  the  total.  $46,052.29,  is  the  amount  used 
for  organization,  or  general  expenses,  in  the  campaign?  That 
is  the  total .' 

A.   That   is  the  total   of  these  schedules. 

Q.  That  would  properly  come  under  that  head  .' 

A.  That  is  the  total  of  this  schedule,  in  which  I  intended  to 
■put  everything  that  come  under  that  head.  Possibly  I  got. 
some  items  that  should  belong  in  here  in  some  other  schedule. 

Q.  Unless  they  do  appear  on  some  other  schedule  this  in- 
cludes all  the  items  that  would  properly  come  under  that  head  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  all  these  men  whose  names  appear  here  were  author- 
ized agents  of  Mr.  Stephenson's.' 

A.  You  refer  to  the  names  of  men  I  have  given  .' 

Q.  The  names  which  appear  in  this  exhibit  .' 

A.  Would  yon  like  me  to  answer  that  according  to  my  own 
knowledge  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Mr.  Overbeck  did  quite  a  little  work  for  Mr.  Stephenson 
around  the  state,  did  he  not .' 

A.  I  should  have  to  resort  to  hearsay.  I  didn't  ask  him  to 
.do  any  work.     He  didn't  make  any  report  to  me. 
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Q.  Well,  .is  a  matter  of  fact,  he  did  do  considerable  work 
around  the  state,  to  your  knowledge? 

Mr.  Hambrech't:  I  think  the  witness  says  he  doesn't  know. 
It  is  hearsay. 

A.  I  didn't  see  him  do  any  work.  I  had  no  report  from  him 
of  work  done.  I  gave  him  no  instructions  to  do  work.  If  the 
senator  will  tell  me  how  I  would  know  otherwise  I  would  be- 
very  glad  to  tell.  I  am  not  trying  to  conceal  anything.  I  am 
simply  trying  to  conform  to  the  gentlemen's  wishes  in  this  ex- 
amination. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  It  is  very  evident  that  you  are  not  trying  to 
conceal  anything. 

Q.  Under  whose  supervision  was  Mr.  Overbeek? 
A.   I  am  afraid  I  would  have  to  presume    again,    to    answer 
that. 

Q.  You  don't  think  you  could  tell  of  your  own  knowledge 
who  he  reported  to.  or  who  he  conferred  with,  or  under  whose 
instructions  he  was? 

A.   I  can  tell  you  who  he  talked  to  very  frequently? 
Q.  Who  was  that .' 
A.   Edmonds. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  total  appearing  in  this  list,  the  amount 
Mr.  Overbeek  received? 

A.  I  do  not:  but  if  I  can  resort  to  my  recollection  I  can  say 
that  it  is  not  much. 

O.  Turn  to  page  903,  "Expenses  reported  by  W.  R.  Knell." 
Have  yon  any  personal  knowledge  as  t<>  whether  or  not  that  is  all 
the  money  expended  by  Mr.  Knell  ? 

A.   Now,  if  you  will  turn  to  page  907.  you  will  find  that  he  re- 
ports $1 1.600  received,  $1 1,886.61  disbursed.     The  $11,886.61   in- 
cludes all  of  his  expenditures  that  he  reported  to  me. 
O.   Well,  where  did  he  draw  his  money  from? 
A.  From  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank.     I  gave  Mr.  Puelicher  or 
the  bank  receipts  covering  this  amount,  and  the  exact  manner  of 
his  drawing  the  money  I  know  nothing  of. 

O.   Xo,  but  you  are  in  a  position  to  testify,  are  you  not.  that  that 
is  all  the  money  you  gave  Mr.  Knell  to  work  with? 
A.  All  that  I  know  of,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  I  mean  he  received  no  money  from  any  other  source  to 
do  his  work  except  from  you  ? 
A.  Xot  to  my  knowledge. 
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O.  And  that  $11,600  is  all  the  money  you  gave  Mr.  Knell? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  gave  him  the  $286.61,  as  you  will  find  on  one  of 
the  subsequent  pages. 

O.  I  will  ask  you  whether  the  $11,886.61  is  the  total  that  you 
paid  Mr.  Knell  out  of  this  fund? 

A.  I  believe  that  it  is. 

O.   In  what  form  was  that  given,  in  currency  or  in  check? 

A.  I  simply  gave  the  bank  receipts.  The  bank  gave  him  the 
money,  and  I  don'  tknow  how. 

O.  You  don't  know  whether  it  was  in  the  shape  of  cashier's 
checks  or  currency? 

A.   I  have  no  knowledge  of  my  own  in  the  matter  whatever. 

O.  And  that  doesn't  appear  anywhere  in  the  account  in  what 
manner  he  drew  the  money,  whether  it  was  cashiers'  checks  or 
cash  ? 

A.   Not  to  my  knowledge. 

O.  Turning  to  page  908,  "Pay  of  help  and  office  expense  from 
July  [st,  $1,101.91."     In  what  manner  was  that  paid?1 

A.  The  office  was  opened  about  the  1st  of  July  and  that  was  the 
total  of  expenses  up  to  that  time. 

O.  And  in  what  manner  was  that  paid,  by  checks? 

A.  That  was,  I  presume,  paid  in  cash. 

Q.  That  was  for  expenses  prior  to  July  1st? 

A.   No,  sir,  prior  to  the  date  named  here,  the  5th  of  August. 

O.  Yes,  I  see.  And  all  these  items  that  appear  under  that 
schedule,  how  were  they  paid,  in  cadi  or  check? 

A.  In  cash,  I  think,  in  every  instance. 

O.  A\  ell,  have  you  any  distinct  recollection  whether  they  were 
paid  in  cash  or  in  check? 

A.  It  was  my  intention  to  pay  them  in  cash,  hecause  a  great 
many  of  the  items  include  very  small  items.  This  expense  might 
include 

Q.  Well,  you  say  it  was  ycur  intention,  I  mean  what  was  the 
fact? 

A.  As  I  remember  it,  it  was  paid  in  cash. 

Q.  All  of  it  ? 

A.  No,  I  wouldn't  say  positively.  I  might  have  given  a  check 
to  cover  some  of  it 

O.   Now  and  then  ? 

A.  Yes. 
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Q.  But  the  system  or  the  idea  was  to  pay  all  your  help  in  cur- 
rency ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  that  represents  the  total  amount  paid  out  by  you  for 
such  services  as  are  here  indicated? 

A.  I  wouldn't  say  that  positively.  There  may  be  other  expendi- 
tures that  should  more  properly  go  into  this  schedule  which  I  have 
placed  by  mistake  or  carelessness  in  some  other  schedule. 

O.  Well,  I  mean  in  so  far  as  they  do  not  appear  anywheres  else. 
this  represents  the  total  expenditures  for  such  services  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

O.  The  same  is  true  of  "telephoning,"  page  <;cq — that  is  all  the 
amounts  you  paid  out  for  telephoning? 

A.  As  my  record  showed,  that  is  money  paid  for  telephone  bills. 

O.  And  except  for  these  two  check  numbers,  that  was  likewise 
paid  in  currency,  was  it  ? 

A.  I  believe  so. 

O.  The  same  is  true  of  the  telegraph  expenses  on  page  910? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Are  you  sure  that  yon  paid  the  postage  stamps  account, 
$9,819  in  currency? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  it  was  all  paid  in  currency. 

O.  Who  purchased  your  stamps  ? 

A.  I  purchased  some  of  them.  1  may  have  sent  the  office  boy 
in  one  or  two  cases  to  buy  a  package. 

O.  ^Yhere  did  they  go  to  get  those  stamps  ? 

A.  To  the  post  office  usually. 

<L>.  Any  particular  window  or  person? 

A.  I  wouldn't  know  the  person,  no.  sir.  They  went  to  the 
Avindow  set  aside  for  the  sale  of  stamps  in  the  Milwaukee  post 
office. 

Q.  You  bought  them  direct  from  the  clerk  that  usually  at- 
tended the  window  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  that  represents  the  total  expenditure  for  that? 

A.  Subject  to  the  same  explanation  as  the  other  schedules. 

Q.  The  stamp  items  were  for  postage  that  went  out  of  the 
Milwaukee  office? 

A.  I  believe  that  all  these  stamps  were  sent  out  of  the  Mil- 
waukee office. 

Q.  I  think  we  have  already  gone  over  the  newspaper  adver- 
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tising.  I  will  ask  you  whether  that  under  the  head  of  "News- 
paper advertising,"  on  page  912  or  913.  represents  the  total 
amount  paid  out  for  such  purposes.' 

A.  With  the  same  explanation  that  I  have  given  in  regard  to 
other  schedules,  yes. 

Q.  Under  the  head  of  "Sundry  items."  pages  914  to  917,  in- 
elusive.  $8,662.28,  does  that  represent  all  the  sundry  disburse- 
ments  made  in  the  campaign  ? 

A.  I  believe  there  is  another  schedule  following  here  that  is, 
headed   "Sundries,   small." 

Q.  Well,  outside  of  that  I  mean. 

A.  This  "Sundry  Bills"  in  general,  means  where  regular  bills, 
were  rendered  and  checks  drawn,  as  will  be  shown  by  the  check 
number.  In  the  other  schedule  "Sundries"  I  have  no  regular 
bills,  and  they  were  paid  in  cash,  probably. 

Q.  Well,  that  is  all  that  was  expended  for  those  purposes  ex- 
cept as  they  otherwise  appear  in  the  schedule? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Page  918,  "Circulating  nomination  papers."  a  total  of 
$40.86.  Is  that  all  that  was  paid  out  from  your  office  for  nom- 
ination expenses? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  yes. 

Q.  "Express"  item  on  page  919,  $235.87.  Does  that  repre- 
sent all  the  express  bills  paid  by  your  office:' 

A.  I  believe  it  does. 

Q.  And  "Sundries,  small."  you  have  already  testified  that 
that  represents  all  that  you  paid  out  for  small  sundries  except 
as  they  might  otherwise  appear  in  souk  other  part  of  this  state- 
ment ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  On  page  923.  $3,188.65.     What  is  that  supposed  to  be? 

A.  That  is  a  list  of  items  that  came  in  after  the  campaign, 
men  who  claimed  to  have  expended  money  for  Mr.  Stephenson- 
that  he  ought  to  pay  back  to  them. 

Q.  And  is  that  the  total  disbursement  paid  after — 

Mi-.  Ilambrecht:  While  you  are  on  that  page.  I  would  like 
to  ask  about  the  item  paid  to  W.  R,  Knell.  $286.61.  Is  that 
the  balance  that  we  were  speaking  of  a  while  ago? 

A.  It  is. 

0.  That  is  the  total  of  the  bills  you  paid  on  Oetober  16th? 

A.  I  believe  it  is. 
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Q.  On  924.  the  summary  there  represents  the  total  expendi- 
tures made  at  the  office,  as  I  asked  you  before? 
A.  It  does. 

Mr.   Hambrecht:     And  that  amount  is  $98,083.72? 
A.  It  is. 

By  Mr.  IngaUs: 

Q.   Have  you  got  all  those  newspaper  bills  there? 

A.  I  believe  that  they  are  over  there  on  that  chair. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  look  them  over.  Do  you  find  any  pay- 
ments in  there  for  advertisements  in  the  Milwaukee  Journal  .' 

A.  1  find  on  one  of  the  bills  here  an  item  under  the  heading 
"Evening  papers.  Saturdays.  Mondays:  Journal,  one-half  page, 
two  times  daily.  $231." 

Q.  Do  you  find  any  others  of  the  Journal  .'  What  Journal 
is  that  ? 

A.  I  didn't  make  the  bill.  I  couldn't  state  positively. 
"Evening  papers,  Saturdays  and  Mondays."  If  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  give  my  recollection  of  the  transaction.  T  think  it  was 
the  Milwaukee  Journal. 

<v).    What   papers  do  you  refer  to.  what  place.' 

A.  Milwaukee.  In  the  other  items  on  the  same  account: 
Evening  Wisconsin.  Germania.  News.  Journal.  Norwiny  Polski. 

Q.  And  do  you  find  any  money  paid  for  advertisements  to 
any  of  the  Racine  papers? 

A.  I  find  an  item  of  $16.58,  Racine  News.  Under  it  an  item 
of  $43.47.  Racine  Times.  Next  an  item  of  $53.82,  Racine  Jour- 
nal. 

Q.  Now.  something  has  been  asked  here  about  the  influencing 
of  editorials  by  reason  of  advertising  space.  Now.  don't  answer 
this  unless  you  know  about  it.  Referring  to  the  Milwaukee 
Journal,  do  you  know  whether  that  advertisment  influenced 
their  editorial  space  or  not  in  that  campaign? 

A.   Why.  I  don't  think  it  did. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  know  anything  about  it? 

A.  I  know  that  the  Journal  was  not  for  Stephenson  at  any 
time  during  this  campaign. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Editorially,  you  mean? 

A.   Editorially  or  otherwise. 

Q.  Have  you  got  all  the  advertising  bills  of  newspapers  there 
before  vou? 
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A.  I  couldn't  say  positively.     I  have  a  large  number  of  them. 

Q.  You  brought  all  you  could  find? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

<x>.  And  they  appear  in  detail .' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Ami  can  yon  give  the  number  of  the  bills  that  you  have 
got  there  with  you  for  advertising  in  newspapers? 

A.   The  numb(  r  of  items,  do  you  mean  .' 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Why.  I  could  by  counting  them  very  readily  here.  I  can 
count  one  page  and  then  estimate,  probably. 

Q.  Count  one  page,  and  then  count  the  pages. 

A.  1  have  on  one  bill  In  re  298  items.  Senator  Morris  has  the 
other  bill. 

(  Handed  to  the  witness. ) 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  1  would  like  to  have  those  two  introduced 
as  exhibits  for  reference  later  on. 

.Marked  "Exhibit   63"  and  "Exhibil    64,"  said  exhibits  are 

as   follows  :  ) 


Exhibit    63. 

Milwaukee.  Wis..  Aug.  18th,  1908. 
Ellis  B.  Usher, 

In  account  with  Otto  -I.  Koch.  Advertising  Agency. 

For  Stephenson  advertising: 

7—25—08     Weekly  papers,   10  inches,  3  times $1,235  09 

Daily  papers.  It)  inches.  18  times 1.240  64 

Electros,  postage,   etc 302  91 

8—14—08     Weekly  papers,  10  inches.  2  times 826  97 

Daily  papers.  10  inches.  14  times 973  72 

Electros,   postage,   etc 184  77 

.$4,704  10 
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No.  504. 

Milwaukee,  Wis.,  Aug.  18th,  1908. 
Ellis  B.   Usher, 

In  account  with  Otto  J.  Koch.  Advertising  Agency. 

To    Pen  drawing,  10  inch  advertisement $10  00 

2  zinc  etching  and  stripping  in  head 2  27 

345  electros  at  30c 103  50 

Postage  at  20c 69  00 


$181  77 

Milwaukee,  Wis..  Aug.  18th.  1908. 
Ellis  B.   Usher, 

In  account  with  Otto  J.  "Koch.  Advertising  Agency. 

For  advertising:     10  inches. — 2  times                  Weekly  Papers. 

Algoma   Record    $3  60 

Almond    Press    ■ 2  4.0 

Alma  Journal    2   10 

Alma  Center  News    1  92 

Amery  Free  Press 1  44 

Appleton   Volksfreund    3  60 

Appleton   Gregenwart    1  92 

Appleton  Fox  River  Journal 1  92 

Augusta    Times    1  68 

Augusta  Eagle    1  92 

Appleton    Crescent    1  92 

Antigo   Journal    2  40 

Berlin   Journal    1  20 

Bamboo  News    1  20 

Baraboo   Republic    1  20 

Bangor    Independent 1  20 

Barron    Shield    3  60 

Bayfield   Press    1  92 

Belleville   Recorder    1  20 

Belmont   Success    2  40 

Bruce  News  Letter   2  40 

Black  Creek  Times   1  20 

Benton  Advocate    1  20 

Balsam  Lake  Ledger    2  40 
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Berlin    Courant    

Barron   News    

Black  Earth  Times   

Black  River  Falls  Journal   

Bloomer    Advocate    

Baraboo    Democrat    

Bloomer   Advance    

Boscobel    Sentinel    

Boyd    Times-Herald    

Brandon    Times    

Brillion   News    

Brodhead    Independent    

Brotlhead    Register    

Burlington    Free    Press    

Burlington  Standard  Democrat    . 

Chippewa   Falls  Herald    

Cadott   Blade    

Cambria    News    

Cambridge   News    

Chetek   Alert    

Chilton    Times    

Clear  Lake  Star  

Clinton    Banner    

( "olumbus  Democral    

Columbus  Republican    

Cuba  City   News-Herald    

t  'out  in  i a    Outlook    

Cumberland    Advocate    

Chippewa    Falls   Times    , 

Chippewa  Falls  Catholic  Sentinel 

Cashton   Record    

Dallas    Republican    

Darlington    Democrat    

Deerfield  News    

Delavan    Enterprise    

De  Pere  Democrat   

De   Pere  News    

De  Soto  Argus 

Dodgeville   Chronicle    

Dodgeville  Sun-Republic    


2  64 

6  00 

1  20 

3  00 

1  92 

2  40 

-1  92 

2  88 

1  20 

1  20 

3  00 

1  92 

6  00 

1  80 

4  80 

1  92 

72 

2  88 

2  40 

2  40 

4  80 

1  68 

1  20 

2  40 

1  20 

1  20 

72 

2  64 

1  44 

2  40 

96 

2  40 

1  44 

2  40 

1  20 

2  40 

2  40 

1  68 

3  00 

2  40 
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Dorchester   Herald    

Ruraiid  Entering  Wedge   

Delavan   Republic    

East  Troy  News    , 

Edgerton,  Wis.,  Tobacco  Reporter  . 

Elroy  Leader 

Elroy  Tribune    

Evansville    Enterprise    

Evansville   Review    

Elkhorn  Independent   

Eagle  River  News   , 

Endeavor   Epitome    

Fond  du  Lac  Commonwealth 

Fountain  City  Republicaner 

Fond  du  Lac  Reporter    

Fairchild  Observer    

Fennimore    Times 

Florence  Mining  News   

Fox  Lake   Representative    

Friendship    Press    

Ft.  Atkinson,  Jefferson  Co.  Union 

Fifield   Tribune 

Frederic    Star 

Friendship  Reporter   

Galesville  Republican    

Green  Bay  Gazette    

Glenwood    Tribune    , 

Glidden  Enterprise    , 

Grantsburg  Journal    , 

Green  Lake  Reporter 

Greenwood  Gleaner   

Grantsburg'  Sentinel 

Glen  Flora  Star 

Green  Bay  Tri-Wkly.  Review   

Glidden  Herald   

Hammond  News 

Hartland  News 

Hayward  Republican   

Highland  Press   , 

Holcombe  Journal    

5 .') 
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Hudson  True  Republican  

Hudson  Star-Times 

Humbird  Enterprise 

Hurley    Miner 

Hancock  News    

Hillsboro  Sentry  Enterprise 

Iola  Herald   .  .  . 

Iron  River  Pioneer 

Independence  News-Wave 

Janesville  Recorder    

Janesville  Gazette 

Janesville  Journal 

Jefferson  Banner 

Kiel  Nat.  Zeitung 

Kilbourn  Mirror  Gazette 

Kewaskum  Statesman   

Kewaunee  Banner 

Kendall  Keystone 

Kenosha  Telegraph-Courier  '. 

La  Crosse  Chronicle 

La  Crosse  Patriot 

La  Crosse  Nordstern 

La  Farge  Enterprise   

Lake  Geneva  News 

Lancaster  Teller 

Loyal  Tribune 

Ladysmith,  Rusk  Co.  Journal 

Ladysmith  News  Budget 

La  Crosse  Tribune 

Milwaukee  Damocnost 

Merrill  Thalbote   

Monroe  Times 

Merrill-  Advocate   

Maiden  Rock  Press 

Mauston  Star   

Manawa  Advocate    

Manitowoc  Post   

Manitowoc  Times-Press 

Manitowoc  Citizen   

Marshfield  Democrat 


I  20 

1  92 

72 

1  68 

1  80 

1  52 

1  80 

1  63 

2  4a 

1  44 

4  32 

6  00 

4  80 

2  40 

2  40 

2  40 

1  44 

I  i)2 

I  44 

3  84 

5  04 

6  OQ 

I  92 

2  40 

2  64 

I  92 

2  40 

1  50 

3  5i 

9  00 

2  40 

1  92 

2  40 

1  20 

2  40 

1  20 

4  80 

2  40 

2  40 

1  80 
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Madison  Amerika n  60 

Marshfield  Times   ■ 2  40 

Mattoon  Times 1     1  , 

Mayville  Banner 2  40 

.Med ford  Star-Times   1    92 

Menominee  Times    2  40 

Menominee  Falls  News 2  40 

Milton  Journal 1  80 

Milton  Junction  Telephone j   92 

Monroe  Sentinel   2  40 

M<  .11  roe  Journal-Gazette   4  80 

Morrisonville  Tribune   jz 

Mosinee  Times   1  02 

Mauston  Chronicle  1  44 

Melrose  Chronicle 3  60 

Merrillan  Leader 1   80 

Montfort  Mail 1  80 

Mt.  Horeb  Times 1  68 

Medford  Democrat 2  40 

Mazomania  Sickle 2  40 

A I  <  mroe  Herald 2  40 

Mineral  Point  Tribune 4  80 

Mineral  Point  Democrat 3  6o< 

Minocqua  Times 2  40- 

Milwaukee  Rovnost  12  00 

Milwaukee  Columbia   12  00 

Milwaukee  Germania 30  60 

Milwaukee  Excelsior   12  00 

Milwaukee  Catholic  Citizen 20  40 

Xorth  Freedom  Journal 1   68 

Xew  Auburn  Times 2  40 

Neillsville  Rep.  &  Press 1  80 

Neillsville  Amerikaner 1   80 

New  Holstein  Reporter 1  44 

New  Lisbon  Argus 1  92 

New  London  Press 1  92 

Neillsville  Times 1  02 

New  Richmond  News  &  R.  Voice 2  40 

Niagara  Enterprise 1   80 

Norwalk  Star   1  92 
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Oconomowoc  Free  Press 

Oconomowoc  Enterprise   

Oconto  Enterprise    

Osceola  Sun 

Oshkosh  (Wis.)  Telegraph 

Oshkosh  Dienstag  Blatt   

Osseo  Recorder 

Omro  Herald 

Oconto   Enquirer 

Oregon  Observer    

Onalaska,  La  Crosse  Co.  Record 

Oconto  Reporter 

Portage  Rundschau  &  Wecker 

Portage  Democrat 

Pewaukee  Breeze   

Port  Washington  Advertiser 

Port  Washington  Star 

Palmyra  Enterprise    

Pardeeville  Times 

Park  Falls  Herald 

Peshtigo  Times   

Platteville  News   

Platteville  Witness  &  Mining  Times 

Portage,  Wis.,  State  Register 

Prairie  du  Chien  Courier 

Prairie  du  Sac  News 

Prentice  Calumet 

Prentice  News 

Prescott  Tribune 

Phillips  Bee  

Plymouth   Reporter    

Platteville  Journal 

Reedsburg  Free  Press 

Reeseville  Review 

Rhinelander  New  North  

Rice  Lake  Chronotype 

Rio  Badger  Blade 

Ripon  Commonwealth    

Ripon  Press 

River  Falls  Times 


I 

20 

3 

6o 

3 

6o 

2 

40 

3 

60 

3 

60 

i 

92 

72 

2 

40 

I 

20 

I 

20 

2 

16 

4 

80 

2 

40 

4 

80 

4 

80 

6 

00 

i 

68 

i 

20 

i 

92 

i 

92 

2 

40 

6 

00 

2 

40 

3 

60 

2 

40 

I 

6$ 

2 

40 

72 

I 

92 

3 

60 

6 

00 

4 

80 

i 

44 

i 

92 

i 

20 

i 

92 

i 

20 

2 

40 

I 

44 

THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION.      869 

Richland  Center  Observer 

Richland  Center  Democrat 

Reedsburg  Times    

Richland  Center  Rustic   

Racine  Times 

Rosendale  Journal    

Rib  Lake  Herald 

Randolph  Advance 

Racine   Slavie    

Schleisingerville  Botschafter 

Shawano  Journal    

Shawano  Volksbote 

Spring  Green  Home  News 

Shawano  Advocate 

Sheboygan   Semi-Wkly.  Zeitung 

Shell  Lake  Register 

Sheboygan  Star  

Sparta  Herald 

Sheboygan  Herald    

Shipcton  News    

South  Kaukauna  Times 

Sparta  Democrat 

Spring  Valley  Sun   

Stanley  Republican 

Stevens  Point  Relnik 

Stoddard  Times 

Sturgeon  Bay  Democrat   

Superior  Times   

Shullsburg  Pick  &  Gad 

Stoughton  Hub  

Stevens  Point  Journal   

Superior  Svenska  Am.  Tribunen 

Tomah  Monitor-Herald 

Tomahawk  Leader   

Tony  Enterprise   

Trempealeau  Gazette  

Turtle  Lake  Bugle 

Two  Rivers  Chronicle   

Tomah  Journal    2  88 

Tigerton  Chronicle   4  80 
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Union  Grove  Enterprise ' 

Unity  Register 

Viroqua  Censor 

Viroqua  Republican   

Viola  Intelligencer   

West  Salem  Nonpareil  Journal   

Weyauwega  Chronicle   

Westby  Times 

Wauzeka  Kickapoo  Chief 

YVautoma  Argus   

YVausaukee  Independent  

\\  ausau  Semi-Wkly.  Wochenblatt 

Waukesha  Freeman   

Wayertown   Leader    

Whitewater  Gazette  

Waterloo  Democrat   

Wilmot  Agitator 

Washburn  News  &  Itemizer 

Wittenberg  Enterprise 

Warrens  Index   

Walworth  Times 

Wabeno  No.  Wis.  Advocate 

Waupaca  Post 

Wild  Rose  Times 

Whitewater  Register   

Weyauwega  Deutsche  Chronik 

Waupaca  Record    

Westfield  Central  Union 

Wausau  Central  Wisconsin 

West  Bend  Beobacher 

West  Bend  News  

Waunakee  Index 

$826  97 
For  Advertising: 

Daily  Papers                           10  inches  14  times. 

Appleton  Crescent $25  j6 

Appleton  Post   16  10 

Ashland  News 16  10 

Ashland  Press 8  05 

Antigo  Journal    16  10 
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Baraboo  Republic   8  05 

Baraboo  News 8  05 

Beloit  News 24  15 

Beloit  Free  Press   10  94 

Berlin  Journal 80; 

Chippewa  Falls  Independent 12  88 

Eau  Claire  Telegram 20  12 

Eau  Claire  Leader   20   12 

Fond  du  Lac  Bulletin 24  15 

Fond  du  Lac  Reporter 40  25 

Fond  du  Lac  Commonwealth 40  25 

Green  Bay  Gazette 33  81 

Janesville  Gazette 28  98 

Janesville  Recorder    13  68 

Kenosha  News    9  66 

La  Crosse  Leader-Press   25  76 

La  Crosse  Chronicle 25  76 

Manitowoc  Xews 32  20 

Manitowoc  Tribune    t  2  88 

Merrill  Herald 8  05 

Monroe  Journal 16  10 

Merrill  Advocate    16  10 

Monroe  Times 9  ( 16 

Madison   Journal    27  37 

Manitowoc  Herold   9  66 

Oshkosh  Northwestern   56  35 

Portage  Democrat    16  10 

Portage  Register 4  83 

Racine  News   37  05 

Racine  Times    33  81 

Racine  Journal    41   86 

Sheboygan  Amerika 12  88 

Sheboygan  Telegram  9  66 

Sheboygan  Journal   8  05 

Stevens  Point  Journal   16  to 

Stoughton  Hub  9  66 

Superior  Telegram   88  55 

Watertown  Times 24  13 

Wausau  Record-Herald   33  81 

Sr.800  69 
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Summary. 

300  Weekly  papers $826  97 

43  Daily  papers    973  72 

345  Total    $1,800  69 


Exhibit  64.  C.  II.  Welch,  Stenographer. 

Milwaukee,  Wis..  Sept.  1.  1908. 
Statement. 
Mr.  Ellis  B.  Usher, 

In  account  with  Otto  J.  Koch.  Advertising  Agency. 

For  Stephenson  Advertising: 
7—25—08     Weekly  papers.  10   inches,   3 

times '. $1,235  09 

Daily  papers.   10  inches,    18 

times 1.240  64 

Electros,  postage,  etc 302  91 

8 — 14 — 08     Weekly  papers.  10  inches,   2 

times 326  97 

Daily  papers,    10  inches.    14 

times 973  72 

Electros,  postage,  etc 164  77 

8—19—08     Weekly  papers,   10   inches  2 

times 10  50 

Electros,  postage,  etc 1  50 

8 — 29 — 08     Milwaukee   papers,   V*   page 

advts 1.682  68 

Matrices,  cuts,  etc 148  00 

$6,607  08 

8—26—08     By  check 302  91 

8—26—08     By  cheek  3.000  00      3,302  91 

$3,304  17 
Received  payment  September  14,  1908, 

Koch  Adv.  Agency, 

V.  A.  Fleischman. 
O.  K. 
September  3.  1908. 

E.  B.  W. 
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Milwaukee,  Wis..  Aug.  29,  1908. 
Mr.  Ellis  B.  Usher, 

In  account  with  Otto  J.  Koch,  Advertising  Agency. 

For  Stephenson  Advertising: 

Morning  Papers — Sundays.  Mondays,  Tuesdays. 
Free  Press,  '  -  page,  2  times  daily..       $231  00 

Free  Press.  1  time  Sunday 115  30 

Sentinel.  ^2  page,  2  times,  daily....  150  92 

Sentinel,  1  time,  Sunday 129  36 

Sonntagepost,  '-  page,  1  time,   Sun- 
day      177  Id 

— $303  68 

Evening  Papers:     Saturdays,  Mondays. 
Evening  Wisconsin,  i/o  page,  2  times, 

daily  $231  00 

Germania,  A/-±  page,  2  times,  daily.  .  .  177  10 

News.  \  2  page,  1  time,  daily 115  50 

Journal,  ]  L>  page,  2  times,  daily.  .  .  .         231  ()<> 
Nowiny    Polski,    y%    page,    2    times 

dailv  124  20         878  80 


$1,682  65 

Milwaukee,  Wis.,  Aug.  29,  1908. 
Mr.  Ellis  B.  Usher, 

In  account  with  Otto  J.  Koch.  Advertising  Agency. 
To    2  Pen  drawings  of   borders    for    "Stephenson    & 

Roosevelt"  and  "Stephenson  &  Taft" $2  00 

2  Halftones  of  "Stephenson  &  Roosevelt"  and  zinc 

etching  border  and  2  halftones  of  "Stephenson 

and  Taft"  and  zinc  etching  of  border 7  50 

3  Oval  halftones  of  Stephenson,  one   of  Taft   and 

one  of  Roosevelt  for  Journal 6  00 

Trimming  5  Stephenson  portrait  electros  at  50  cts. 

each 2  50 

Composition   for    half   page    advertisements    and 

matrices  for  local  papers 30  00 

Special  services  of  E.  P.  Bannon 100  00 

56  $148  00 
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No.  598. 

Milwaukee.  Wis..  August  1!).  1908. 
Mr.  Ellis  B.  Usher, 

In  account  with  Otto  J.  Koch.  Advertising-  Agency. 

For  Advertising :     10  inches — 2  times. 

Whitehall  Times-Banner   $2  40 

Arcadia  Leader   2  40 

Arcadia  Anzeiger 6  00 

.$10  80 

3  electros  and  postage  above 1  50 


.$12  30 


Mr.  Ellis  B.  Usher,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  August  4,  1908,  in  account 
with  Otto  J.  Koch,  Advertising  Agency. 

For  Advertising:     10  inches— 3  times. 


Weekly  Papers. 

Alma  Journal 

Alma  Center  News   

Amery  Free  Press 

Appleton  Volksfreund    

Appleton  Gragenwart    

Apple  ton  Fox  River  Journal   

Augusta  Times    

Augusta  Eagle    

Appleton  Crescent  

Antigo  Journal    

Berlin  Journal    

Baraboo  News    

Baraboo  Republic    

Bangor  Independent 

Barron  Shield   

Bayfield  Press 

Belleville  Recorder    

Belmont  Success   

Bruce  News  Letter  

Black  Creek  Times   

Benton  Advocate    


$3  60 


2 
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16 
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40 

2 

68 

2 

88 

2 

52 

2 

88 

2 

88 

3 

50 

1 

80 
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80 

1 

80 

1 

80 
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40 

2 

58 

1 

80 

3 

60 

3 

60 

1 

80 

1 

80 
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Balsam  Lake  Ledger 3  60 

Berlin  Courant    3  96 

Barron   News   9  80 

Black   Earth  Times   1  80 

Black  River  Falls  Journal 4  50 

Bloomer  Advocate    2  88 

Baraboo  Democrat   3  60 

Bloomer  Advance   2  68 

Boscobel  Sentinel   4  32 

Boycl  Times-Herald 1  80 

Brandon    Times    1  80 

Brillion  News   4  50 

Brodhead  Independent   2  88 

Brodhead    Register    9  00 

Burlington  Free  Press   2  70 

Burlington  Standard  Democrat   7  20 

Chippewa  Falls  Herald   2  88 

Cadott  Blade 1  08 

Cambria    News    4  32 

Cambridge  News    3  60 

Chetek  Alert  3  60 

Chilton  Times 7  20 

Clear  Lake  Star 2  52 

Clinton   Banner    1  80 

Columbus   Democrat    3  60 

Columbus  Republican   1  80 

Cuba   City  News-Herald   1  80 

Centuria  Outlook  1  05 

Cumberland  Advocate    3  96 

Chippewa  Falls  Times   2  16 

Chippewa  Falls  Cath.  Sentinel 3  60 

Cashton   Record    1  44 

Dallas  Republican    3  60 

Darlington    Democrat    2  16 

Deerfield  News   3  60 

Delavan  Enterprise   1  80 

De  Pere  Democrat     3  60 

De  Pere  News    3  60 

De  Soto  Argus 2  52 

Dodgeville  Chronicle    4  50 

Dodgeville  Sun-Republic    3  60 
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Dorchester  Herald 1  80 

Durand  Entering  Wedge 3  60 

Delavan  Republic    5  40 

East  Troy  News 1  44 

Edgerton  Wis.  Tobacco  Reporter 2  88 

Elroy  Leader 1  80 

Elroy  Tribune    3  60 

Evansville  Enterprise    2  88 

Evansville  Review    2  88 

Elkhorn  Independent   5  40 

Eagle  River  News   2  88 

Endeavor  Epitome    2  88 

Fond  du  Lac  Commonwealth  9  00 

Fountain  City  Republicaner 7  20 

Fond  du  Lac  Reporter 9  00 

Fairchild  Observer    2  88 

Fennimore   Times    3  60 

Florence  Mining  News   1  80 

Fox  Lake  Representative   " 3  60 

Friendship  Press   3  60 

Ft.  Atkinson.  Jefferson  Co.  Union 5  40 

Fifield   Tribune    2  52 

Frederic  Star   *. 1  80 

Green  Bay  Gazette 7  56 

Glenwood  Tribune 2  52 

Glidden  Enterprise   6  48 

Grantsburg  Journal    2  70 

Green  Lake  Reporter   1  44 

Greenwood  Gleaner 3  60 

Grantsburg  Sentinel   1  53 

Glen  Flora  Star 1  80 

Green  Lake  Reporter   1  44 

Green  Bay  Review 3  60 

Glidden  Herald 3  60 

Hammond  News 2  88 

Hartland  News 1  80 

Hayward  Republican    3  60 

Highland  Press    2  88 

Holcombe  Journal   2  88 

Hudson  True  Republican 1  80 

Hudson  Star  Times -  88 
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Humbird  Enterprise  

Hurley  Miner 

Hancock  News   

Hillsboro  Sentry  Enterprise   

Iola  Herald 

Iron  River  Pioneer 

Independent  News-Wave  

Janesville  Recorder 

Janesville  Gazette    

Janesville  Journal  •. 

Kiel  Nat.  Zeitung   

Kilbourn  Mirror  Gazette   

Kewaunee  Banner 

Kewaskum  Statesman  

Kendall  Keystone  

Kilbourn  Events    

Kenosha  Telegraph-Courier    

La  Crosse  Chronicle   

La  Crosse  Patriot  

La  Crosse  Hordstern 

La  Farge  Enterprise 

Lake  Geneva  News   

Lancaster  Teller 

Loyal  Tribune    

Ladysmith,  Rusk  Co.  Journal 

Merrill  Thalbote    

Monroe    Times    

Merrill  Advocate   

Maiden  Rock  Press   

Mauston  Star 

Manawa  Advocate 

Manitowoc  Post    

Manitowoc   Times-Press    l 

Manitowoc  Citizen   

Marshfield  Democrat   

Marshfield  Times   

Mattoon  Times   

Mayville  Banner    

Medford  Star-Times    

Menominee  News    
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Menominee   Times    

Menominee  Falls  News 

Milton  Journal    

Milton  Jet.   Telephone    

Monroe    Sentinel    

Monroe  Journal-Gazette   

Morrisonville   Tribune    

Mosinee  Times    

Mauston    Chronicle    

Melrose   Chronicle    

Merrillan    Leader    

Montfort  Mail    

Mt.  Horeb  Times   

Mcdford  Democrat    

Mazomanie   Sickle    

Monroe  Herald 

Mineral  Point  Tribune   

Mineral  Point  Democrat    

Minocqua  Times    

North  Freedom  Journal 

New  Auburn    Times    

Neillsville  Rep.  &  Press 

Neillsville  Amerikaner    

New  Holstein  Reporter 

New   Lisbon   Argus    

New  London  Press    

Neillsville   Times    

New  Richmond  News  &  R.  Voice 

Niagara   Enterprise    

Norwalk  Star    

Oconomowoe  Free   Press    ...... 

Oconomowoe  Enterprise   

Oconto  Enterprise    

Osceola  Sun 

Oshkosh  Wis.   Telegraph    

Oshkosh   Dienstag   Blatt    

Osseo  Recorder    

Omro  Herald    

'Oconto  Enquirer    

Oregon   Observer    
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Onalaska  Record    

Portage  Democrat    

Port  Washington  Advertiser 

Palmyra    Enteq^rise    

Pardeeville    Times    

Park  Falls   Herald    

Peshtigo   Times    

Platteville  News    

Platteville  Witness  &  Mining  News 

Portage  Wis.  State  Register   

Prairie  du  Chien  Courier 

Prairie  du  Sac  News 

Prentice  Calumet    

Prentice   News    

Prescott   Tribune    

Phillips  Bee    

Plymjouth    Reporter    

Platteville    Journal    

Reedsburg  Free  Press    

Reesville   Review    

Rhinelander   New   North    

Rice  Lake  Chronotype   

Rio  Badger  Blade    

Ripon    Commonwealth    

Ripon   Press    

River  Falls  Times   

Richland  Center  Observer   

Richland   Center  Democrat    

Reedsburg  Times   

Richland  Center  Rustic   

Racine   Times    

Rosendale   Journal    

Rib  Lake  Herald   

Schleisino-erville    Botschafter 

Shawano  Yolksbote    

Shawano   Journal    

Spring  Green  Home  News 

Shawano   Advocate    

Sheboygan  Zeitung    

Shell   Lake   Register    .  .' 
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Sheboygan  Star   

Sparta  Herald    

Sheboygan  Herald    

Shiocton  News    

South  Kaukauna  Times  

Sparta  Democrat   

Spring  Valley  Sim    

Stanley  R-epublican   

Stoddard  Times   

Sturgeon  Bay  Democrat    

Superior   Times    

Shullsburg  Pick  &  Gad 

Stoughton   Hub    

Stevens  Point  Journal   

Tomah  Monitor  Herald   

The  Tomahawk  Leader    

Tony   Enterprise 

Trempealeau  Gazette    

Turtle  Lake  Bugle    

Two  Rivers  Chronicle    

Tomah  Journal    

Tigerton   Chronicle    

Union  Grove  Enterprise    

Unity  Register   

Viroqua  Censor    

Viroqua  Republican    

Viola  Intelligencer    

West  Salem  Nonpar iel  Journal   

Weyauwega   Chronicle    

Westby   Times    

Wautoma  Argus    

Wauzeka  Kickapoo  Chief 

Wausaukee   Independent    

Wausau  Weehc nblatt    

Waupaca  Republican 

Waukesha  Freeman   .  .  : 

Watertown  Leader  

Waterloo  Democrat   

Washburn  News  &  Itemizer 

Warrens   Index    
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Walworth   Times 

Wabeno  No.  Wis.  Advocate 

Waupaca  Post    

Wild  Rose  Times  

Whitewater  Register 

Weyauwega  Deutchs  Chronik 

Waupaca  Record   

Westfield  Central  Union 

Wausau  Central  Wisconsin  

West  ■  Bend  Beobachter 

West  Bend  News  

Daily  Papers — 10  inches — 18  times. 

Appleton  Crescent 33  12 

Appleton  Post 20  70 

Ashland  News    20  70 

Ashland  Press   10  33 

Antigo  Journal   20  70 

Baraboo  Republic    10  35 

Baraboo  News   10  35 

Bdoit  News   31  05 

Beloit  Free  Press 14  08 

Berlin  Journal    10  35 

Chippewa  Falls  Herald  15  53 

Chippewa  Falls  Independent   16  58 

Eau  Claire  Telegram   25  88 

Eau  Claire  Leader 25  88 

Fond  du  Lac  Bulletin 31  05 

Fond  du  Lac  Reporter 51  75 

Fond  du  Lac  Commonwealth   51  75 

Green  Bay  Gazette   43  47 

Janesville  Gazette   37  26 

Janesville  Recorder   17  60 

Kenosha  News    12  42 

La  Crosse  Leader-Press  33  12 

La  Crosse  Chronicle   33  12 

Manitowoc  News   41  40 

Manitowoc  Tribune  16  58 

Monroe  Journal   20  70 

Monroe    Times    12  42 
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Merrill  Advocate   20  70 

Madison   Journal    35  19 

Manitowoc  Herald 12  42 

Oshkosh  Northwestern    72  45 

Portage  Democrat    20  70 

Portage  Register    6  21 

Racine  News  46  58 

Racine  Times    43  47 

Bacine  Journal   53  82 

Sheboygan   Amerika    16  58 

Sheboygan   Telegram    12  42 

Sheboygan  Journal   10  35 

Stevens  Point  Journal   20  70 

Stoughton  Hub   12  42 

Superior   Telegram    113  85 

Watertown   Times    31  C5 

Wausau  Record-Herald  43  47 

Added  List.  Weekly  Papers — 10  inches — 3  times. 

Algoma   Record    5  40 

Almond  Press    3  60 

Friendship  Reporter   1  08 

Jefferson  Banner   7  20 

Jefferson    Journal    7  20 

Ladysmith  News-Budget    2  34 

Oconto   Reporter    3  24 

Pewaukee  Breeze    7  20 

Racine  Slavic    9  00 

Whitewater  Gazette    1  80 

Wilmot  Agitator    1  80 

Stevens  Point  Rolnik   "20 

Milwaukee  Revnost    18  00 

Milwaukee  Farmers'  Record   (1  time)    11  20 

Milwaukee  Columbia    18  00 

Milwaukee  "W.  Germania 45  90 

Milwaukee  Excelsior  18  00 

Milwaukee  Catholic  Citizen   30  60 

Madison    Amerika    14  40 

Milwaukee  Domacnost    13  50 

Superior  Sv.  Am.  Tribunen    16  74 
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La  Crosse  Tribune 5  26 

Port  Washington  Star   9  00 

Wittenberg  Enterprise   5  40 

Total  $2,475  73 

Sinn  mary. 

274     Weekly  papers   $972  03 

44     Daily  papers    1.240  64 

24     Added  weekly  papers   263  06 


,  342  Total   $2,475  73 

Witness:  I  find  in  those  two  hills  approximately  six  hun- 
dred and  thirty-four  items. 

Q.  And  they  appear  to  he  itemized? 

A.  There  is  one  page  there  that  gives  a  general  item  or  two. 

Q.  But  those  items  largely  represent  the  Koch  Advertising 
Bureau  ? 

A.  The  bills  are  from  the  Koch  Advertising  Bureau. 

Q.  Now,  this  statement  that  has  been  put  in  evidence  here, 
the  details  of  the  expenditures  by  the  Stephenson  campaign 
committee,  are  we  to  understand  that  that  was  all  the  money 
that  was  paid  out.  so  far  as  yon  know? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

By  Mr.  Bray  : 

Q.  To  clear  up  an  impression  I  may  have  given  last  evening. 
I  will  ask  you  to  see  if  there  is  any  record  there  of  your  having 
paid  the  Free  Press  for  advertising? 

A.  There  is. 

Q.  Will  you  please  read  it .' 

A.  "y2  page,  two  times  daily.  $231:  one  time  Sunday.  $115." 

Q.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  what  advertising  Mr.  Stephenson 
had  in  the  Free  Press  was  paid  for  and  included  in  his  expense 
account  ? 

A.  This  would  indicate  that  such  was  the  case.  yes.  sir. 

By  the  ( 'hairman  : 

Q.  The  Free  Press  here  doesn't  appear  in  your  list  of  news- 
paper advertising  ? 
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A.  I  think  you  will  find  it  is  in  the  Koch  Advertising  Agency 
bill.     That  is  where  I  find  it  here. 

Q.  Was  this  item  paid  to  the  Koch  Advertising  Agency? 

A.  It  was  included  in  their  bill. 

Q.  I  say,  was  it  paid  to  the  Koch  Advertising  Agency? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  bill  you  are  reading  from? 

A.  This  bill  doesn't  appear  to  be  receipted,  but  it  was  paid, 
undoubtedly. 

Q.  The  bill  you  are  reading  from  is  the  Koch  Advertising 
Agency  bill? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  this  list  that  you  have  here  that  is  filed,  the  list  of 
newspaper  advertising,  doesn't  include  what  was  paid  to  the 
Koch  advertising  company,  except  as  it  includes  it  in  one  or 
two  items  to  the  Koch  Advertising  Agency?  That  is,  it  doesn't 
attempt  to  enumerate  the  newspapers  that  were  paid  through 
the  Koch  Advertising  Agency? 

A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.  The  receipted  bill  that  you  hand  in  from  the  Koch  Ad- 
vertising Agency  does  itemize  the  amount  paid  to  the  news- 
papers ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  each  newspaper? 

A.  Yes,  I  presume  so. 

Q.  It  classifies  them? 

A.  It  is  their  bill,  as  they  paid  it. 

Mr.  Black:     It  isn't  a  receipted  bill,  though. 

Witness :  You  have  their  endorsed  checks  among  the  vouch- 
ers. 

By  Mr.  In  galls  : 

Q.  Now,  I  wasn't  here  when  you  were  examined  about  Mr. 
Wellensgard.     Did  you  employ  him? 

A.  I  made  the  arrangement  with  him. 

Q.  When? 

A.  Early  in  the  campaign.  The  exact  date  I  don't  remem- 
ber. 

Q.  About  how  long  before  the  election? 
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A.  lie  was  one  of  the  first  men  that  I  saw  in  regard  to  the 
matter,  and  the  office  was  opened  on  about  the  1st  of  July.  I 
should  judge  between  the  1st  and  the  1th  of  July. 

Q.  Now,  did  you  know  then  that  he  was  a  candidate  for  the 
assembly  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  did  you  know  that .' 

A.  I  live  in  his  district  and  I  had  heard  it. 

Q.  Did  he  have  opposition  at  that  time? 

A.  I  am  not  sure  as  to  whether  there  Avas  opposition  at  that 
time  or  not.     I  think  not. 

Q.  Now,  where  did  you  employ  him,  in  Milwaukee  or  up  to 
your  home? 

A.  In  Milwaukee. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  he  happened  to  come  down  there  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  was  it? 

A.  In  answer  to  a  telephone  to  come  down.  I  asked  him  to 
come  down. 

Q.  What  did  you  want  him  for? 

A.  I  wanted  him  to  help  Mr.  Stephenson  in  Green  Lake 
comity. 

Q.  Did  it  occur  to  you  that  there  might  be  some  question 
about  his  right  to  assist  you  in  that  campaign  ? 

A.  I  didn't  consider  that  there  was  any  question  as  to  his 
right  to  assist  Mr.  Stephenson,  no,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  why  not? 

A.  Because  I  didn't  know  of  any  reason  that  he  couldn't. 

Q.  AVell.  you  knew  he  was  a  candidate  for  the  assembly  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  knew  if  he  was  elected,  Stephenson  was  a  candi- 
date for  the  United  States  senate,  didn't  you? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  he  would  be  expected  to  vote  for  Stephenson, 
and  that  he  would  lie  more  likely  to  vote  for  him  if  he  was 
handling  his  money  ? 

A.  I  didn't  consider  the  obligation  entirely  on  the  other  side. 
I  asked  Mr.  Wellensgard  to  help  Mr.  Stephenson  without  pay. 
and  if  anyone  owed  anything  one  way  or  the  other  Mr.  Stephen- 
son was  under  obligations  to  Mr.  Wellensgard  rather  than  Mr. 
Wellensgard  under  obligation  to  Stephenson. 
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Q.  Well,  you  expected  that  he  would  handle  some  Stephenson 
money,  didn't  you? 

A.  I  don't  just  understand  what  you  mean  by  "handling." 

Q.  Well,  did  you  give  him  any  money  .' 

A.  I  paid  him  back  for  the  money  of  his  owe  that  he  ex- 
pended for  Mr.  Stephenson.  I  didn't  give  him  any  money  at 
the  time  the  arrangement  was  made. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  reeeive  any  money  until  this  hill  was  paid?' 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Well,  what  was  your  talk  with  him? 

A.  A  general  arrangement  for  him  to  help  Mr.  Stephenson  in 
every  way  possihle  that  was  right. 

Q.  Well,  didn't  you  know  that  it  would  he  impossihle  to 
separate  his  campaign  from  Stephenson's? 

A.  I  had  no  idea  that  it  would  he  impossible  for  him  to  separ- 
ate the  expenses  incurred  for  Mr.  Stephenson  from  his  own. 

Q.  But  the  general  effort — didn't  it  occur  to  you  that  that 
would  be  impossible? 

A.  I  don't  just  understand. 

Q.  I  mean  irrespective  of  expenditures,  that  it  would  lie  im- 
possible for  him  to  separate  his  influence  for  himself  and  that 
for  Mr.  Stephenson  .' 

A.  I  expected  that  under  any  circumstances  he  would  be  for 
Mr.  Stephenson  and  do  all  that  he  could  in  the  way  of  talking 
for  him. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  be  understood  that  he  was  for  Stephenson 
before  ! 

A.  Oh,  yes. 

Q.  All  the  time  ? 

A.  All  the  time.     He  is  distantly  related  to  Mr.  Stephenson. 

Mr.  Bray:      Did  Stephenson  carry  Green  Lake  county? 

A.  He  did. 

Mr.  Bray:     Q.  Do  you  remember  by  how  much? 

A.  I  couldn't  state  the  figures. 

Q.  Well,  was  there  anything  said  between  you  and  Wellens- 
gard  as  to  there  being  any  question  about  his  right  to  work  for 
Stephenson  and  for  himself? 

A.  Only  the  question  that  none  of  the  money  that  I  was  to 
pay  him  was  to  be  used  for  his  own  campaign.  I  understood 
that  to  be  contrary  to  law.  and  I  had  an  understanding  dis- 
tinctly— 
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Q.  (interrupting)  Well,  was  there  anything  said  about  that 
between  you  and  him  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir,  we  talked  of  it  in  order  to  understand  it. 

Q.   What  is  his  business  up  there,  what  is  his  occupation  .' 

A.  He  lias  a  pickle  factory — a  farm — two  or  three  farms,  I 
guess — a  farm  machinery  depot,  I  believe  it  is  called — has  a 
number  of  businesses. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.  Is  lie  a  man  of  some  means  .' 

A.  I  should  consider  him  a  man  of  considerable  means. 

Q.  Do  you  think  he  was  a  man  that  $250  would  have  very 
much  influence  with  with  regard  to  supporting  any  political 
candidate  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  it  would  have  a  particle  of  influence  with 
him  even  though  it  were  given  to  him. 

Q.  You  don't  think  he  needs  the  money? 

A.   I  am  reasonably  certain  that  he  does  not. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  Have  you  seen  his  expense  account  that  he  has  filed  for 
campaign  expenses? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  have. 

(,).  Do  you  know  where  it  is  filed  .' 

A.  I  presume  at  the  county  seat  of  Green  Lake  county. 

J.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  these  items  correspond  to 
any  of  the  items  in  his  own  expense  account? 

A.  I  do  not,  not  having  seen  it. 

Q.  You  never  looked  it  up? 

A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht: 

Q.  Mr.'  Sackett.  I  Avoulel  like  to  call  your  attention  to  Ex- 
hibits 63  and  64  and  ask  you  if  you  find  on  either  or  both  of 
those  exhibits  a  payment  to  the  Lake  Geneva  News? 

A.  On  one  of  them,  page  6.  I  find,  "Lake  Geneva  News, 
$2.40." 

Q.  What  is  the  number  of  that  exhibit? 

A.  63. 

Q.  Now.  will  you  look  at  64  and  see  if  you  find  an  item  to 
the  Lake  Geneva  News? 
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A.  "Lake  Geneva  News,  $3.60." 

Q.  r>o  you  know  the  editorial  policy  of  that  paper — its  posi- 
tion with  reference1  to  Mr.  Stephenson  .' 

A.  I  wouldn't  want  to  state  that  now,  that  I  know  it. 

Q.  "Will  you  look  in  each  of  those  exhibits  and  see  if  you  find 
money  paid  to  the  "Tomah  Monitor  Herald?" 

A.  One  item  of  $2.16.,  Exhibit  64. 

Q.  Look  at  the  other  one  also. 

A.  Another  item  of  $1.44.  in  Exhibit  63. 

0-  Do  you  know  the  editorial  policy  of  that  paper  with  ref- 
erence to  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  I  do  not,  no.  sir. 

Q,  Now.  will  you  look  and  see  if  there  is  money  paid,  on 
either  or  both  of  those  exhibits,  to  the  Tomah  Journal? 

A.  One  item  of  $4.32  on  Exhibit  64.  and  the  other  exhibit  an 
item  for  $2.88. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  editorial  policy  of  that  paper  with  refer- 
ence to  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  each  of  the  exhibits  and  see  if  you  find 
any  payment  made  to  the  Marshfield  Democrat? 

A.  "Marshfield  Democrat.  $1.80,"  Exhibit  63.  and  in  the 
other  exhibit  $2.70. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  You  are  not  going  all  through  those  items,  are 
you.  about  seven  hundred  of  them? 

Mr.   Hambreeht:     No. 

The  Chairman :  I  was  just  going  to  suggest,  the  question 
having  been  gone  into  on  the  theory  that  it  didn't  influence  the 
policy  of  the  paper — I  don't  think  there  has  been  any  intima- 
tion on  the  part  of  anybody  that  using  advertising  space  con- 
trols or  influences  the  editorial  policy  of  the  paper.  It  is  only 
when  payments  are  made  beyond  the  regular  rates.  These 
through  the  Koch  Advertising  Agency,  my  impression  is.  were 
the  usual  advertising  rates. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  editorial  policy  of  the  Marshfield  Demo- 
crat? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  "Will  you  look  on  each  of  the  exhibits  for  the  Lancaster 
Teller  and  see  whether  money  has  been  paid  to  them  for  ad- 
vertising? 
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A.  I  find  an  item  of  $2.64,  Exhibit  63,  and  on  Exhibit  64  an 
item  of  $3.96. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  editorial  policy  of  the  Lancaster- 
Teller  is  with  reference  to  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Will  you  look  and  see  if  money  has  been  paid  for  adver- 
tising purposes,  according  to  the  two  exhibits  in  your  hands,  to 
the  Ashland  News  ? 

A.  I  find  an  item  of  $20.70  to  the  Ashland  News.  That  is  on 
Exhibit  64. 

Q.  And  on  Exhibit  63,  I  will  ask  you  the  same  question. 

A.  I  find  an  item  of  $16.10.  Exhibit  63. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  editorial  attitude  of  that  paper  with  ref- 
erence to  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  I  wouldn't  state  that  positively. 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  I  believe  that  Winnebago  county  has  been  seriously  neg- 
lected in  the  notoriety  of  this  examination  and  I  would  like  to 
ask  you  to  unburden  your  soul  as  to  whether  or  not  you  know 
the  editorial  policy  of  the  Northwestern,  daily,   Oshkosh? 

A.  I  think  that  they  were  against  him. 

Mr.  Bray :  There  are  several  items  where  you  paid  the  Daily 
Northwestern,  Oshkosh,  and  the  paper  was  for  Cook.  I  don't 
want  Winnebago  county  left  out. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht: 

Q.  You  testified  that  you  wanted  to  conduct  a  epiiet  cam- 
paign.    I  wish  you  would  explain  what  you  meant  by  that? 

A.  I  meant  by  that  that  they  were'  not  to  go  out  and  throw 
money  broadcast,  not  to  take  the  boys  into  a  barroom  and  get 
drinks  and  go  out  and  holler  for  Stephenson,  but  to  conduct  a 
gentlemanly,  quiet  campaign,  do  nothing  that  was  boisterous 
or  rowdyish. 

Q.  I  wish  to  know  in  that  respect  whether  you  instructed  any 
of  the  people  to  whom  you  gave  instructions  that  they  were  to 
conduct  a  secretive  campaign? 

A.  It  wasn't  made  in  that  sense  in  the  least.  Our  advertis- 
ing bills  would  hardly  show  that. 

Q.  Now.  if  you  will  turn  to  page  901.  about  the  middle  of  the 
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page,  or  right  about  the  middle,  you  will  find  an  item  "Gen- 
eral, D.  H.  Grady.  $15." 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Grady.1 

A.  I  wouldn't  say  positively  that  I  was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  he  lives? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  don't  know  the  gentleman? 

A.  I  don't  recollect. 

The  Chairman :  We  will  take  a  recess  now  and  sometime 
during  the  recess  I  want  to  ask  you  for  the  newspaper  bills 
outside  of  the  Koch  Advertising  Agency  bills,  the  ones  referred 
to  in  your  account  which  is  filed  here,  on  pages  912  and  913  of 
the  record,  just  look  those  up;  we  may  not  want  them  offered  in 
evidence  but  I  just  want  to  see  them. 

The  Witness:     I  don't  know  that  I  have  all  of  them. 

The  Chairman:     As  many  of  them  as  you  have. 

The  Witness:     I  may  find  some  of  them. 

After  a  short  recess : 

By  the  Chairman : 

Q.  I  call  your  attention  to  stubs  33566  to  33575,  inclusive,  as 
follows:     August  11th.  the  first  one.  $7.50.  to  Rev.  B.  Abbert. 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  that. 

Q.  August  11th  to  Rev.  E.  C.  Barkow. 

A.  Nothing  to  do  with  the  campaign  to  the  best  of  my  knowl- 
edge and  belief. 

Q.  August  14th.  Rev.  E.  A.  Behrens. 

A.  The  same  answer. 

Q.  August  11th.  Rev.  0.  C.  Biermann. 

A.  Same  answer. 

Q.  August  14th.  Rev.  R.  H.  Bunge. 

A.  The  same. 

Q.  August  14th.  Rev.  C.  G.  Gerlach. 

A.  The  same. 

Q.  August  14th,  Rev.  P.  Kumpf  ? 

A.  The  same. 

Q.  August  11th.  Rev.  G.  A.  Schmidt. 

A.  The  same  answer. 

Q.  August  14th.  Rev.  J.  Wolff. 
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A.  The  same  answer. 

Q.  August  14th,  II.  Freytag. 

A.  The  same  answer. 

Q.  August  14th,  Rev.  George  J.  FritscheL  That  is  number 
33577. 

A.  The  same  answer. 

Q.  You  didn't  have  anything  to  do  with  giving  any  of  the  re- 
ceipts or  orders_  authorizing  the  payment  of  these  items  to  these 
various  ministers  on  the  14th  of  August? 

A.  I  have  absolutely  no  recollection  of  any  transaction  of 
the  kind. 

Q.  Well,  if  there  were  ten  or  twelve  ministers  that  you  had  a 
transaction  with  on  the  same  day,  you  would  remember  it, 
wouldn  't  you  ? 

A.  I  think  there  would  be  no  doubt  of  my  remembering  it. 
Q.  So  yon  think  there  is  no  doubt  that  these  checks  had  ab- 
solutely nothing  to  do  with  the  Stephenson  campaign? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief  they  had  noth- 
ing to  do  with  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  of  these  gentlemen  whose  names  we 
have  read  ? 

A.  Well,  do  you  mean  here? 
Q.  The  ministers  that  I  have  named  ? 
A.  No,  sir,  I  don't  recall  a  single  one  of  them. 
Q.  Now  I  have  here  this  W.  L.  Smith  check  that  I  asked  you 
about  last   night— that  is.  I  had  the  stub  last  night  and  didn't 
have  the  check  itself,  but  it  has  been  sent  over  from  the  Mar- 
shall &  Ilsley  Bank— the  one  that  I  asked  you  whether  or  not 
that  was  not  paid  to  W.  L.  Smith  of  Neillsville  for   campaign 
services,  number  33460.  $250.     After  seeing   the    check    itself, 
with  W.  L.  Smith's  signature    and    the    stamp   of   one    of   the 
Neillsville  banks  upon  it.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  are  uoav  able  to 
recall  anything  in  connection  with  that  transaction? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it  whatever.  The  indorsement 
you  know  would  not  refresh  my  memory  because  I  never  saw 
■that  before,  of  course. 

Q.  Yon  never  saw  tin1  indorsement.1 
A.  No. 

Q.  And  what  do  you  say  now  as  to  whether  or  not  that  was 
an  expenditure  in  connection  with  the  Stephenson  campaign  ? 
A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief  it  was  not. 
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Q.  And  you  are  as  certain  about  that  as  you  are  with  refer- 
ence to  these  ministers'  checks  that  I  have  just  referred  yous 
to? 

A.  No,  I  wouldn't  be  as  certain  as  I  would  about  those  min- 
isters. 

Q.  Why  not? 

A.  I  could  be  almost  positive  about  ten  or  twelve  ministers 
coming  to  the  office  the  same  day  and  getting  money,  whereas 
a  man  by  the  name  of  Smith  might  escape  my  memory.  Where- 
the  name  would  be  unusual  I  might  remember  it. 

Q.  Well,  if  he  were  a  candidate  for  the  assembly,  wouldn't 
that  tend  to  impress  it  on  your  mind? 
A.  If  I  knew  it  at  the  time. 

Q.  Well  now.  in  going  through  these  checks  to  pick  out  the 
ones  that  you  say  were  for  campaign  purposes,  can  you  give 
any  reason  why  you  would  be  any  more  likely  to  omit  this  one 
than  you  would  hundreds  of  others? 

A.  Because  I  found  no  item  that  seemed  to  fit  this  check  and 
had  no  recollection  of  the  check  itself. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Was  W.  L.  Smith  a  candidate,  too.' 
The  Chairman:     lie  was.     This  particular  W.  L.  Smith  was 
a  candidate. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  didn't  know  that. 

Q.  I  don't  think  you  quite  caught  my  question.  I  asked  you 
if  there  was  any  reason  why  hundreds  of  other  items  shouldn't 
have  attracted  your  attention  in  selecting  the  checks  which 
you  say  were  used  in  connection  with  the  campaign,  as  that 
this  item  should  be  omitted? 

A.  I  wouldn't  say  that  any  of  the  items  escaped  my  atten- 
tion, but  I  would  say  that  hundreds  of  items  did  not,  because 
there  are  not  hundreds  of  items  on  the  list  that  are  not  ac- 
counted for.  and  the  list  is  practically  complete. 

Q.  There  are  over  $13,000  in  items  not  accounted  for,  are 
there  not? 

A.  I  didn't  think  the  amount  was  as  large  as  that. 
Q.  Well,  you  know  it  is  quite  a  large  amount  or  not,  whether 
you  figured  it  up  or  not? 

A.  I  had  no  idea  it  was  as  large  as  that. 

The  Chairman:     I  would  like  to  have  this  check  marked  as 
a  separate  exhibit. 
Marked  Exhibit  65. 
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Q.  Referring  to  these  bills  here  which  are  made  out  to  E.  M. 
Hyzer,  what  was  the  nature  of  that  in  general,  of  that  advertis- 
ing which  appeared  in  those  various  papers? 

A.  Mr.  Usher,  as  I  understand  it,  writes  a  letter,  I  believe 
it  is  called  the  Milwaukee  letter,  to  country  papers;  in  that 
letter  he  inserts  matter  in  the  nature  of  advertisements.  That, 
I  understand,  was  a  bill  for  that  sort  of  advertisement. 

Q.  Well,  how  is  Mr.  Hyzer  connected  with  this  Usher  letter? 

A.  I  don't  know  why  he  used  Mr.  Hyzer 's  name  there. 

Q.  He  speaks  of  it  as  an  "E.  M.  Hyzer  paragraph." 

A.  I  inquired  about  that  and  was  unable  to  learn  why. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Now,  pardon  me,  I  will  be  glad  to  explain  that, 
I  know  how  it  happened.     When  you  get  through,  I  mean. 

The  Chairman:  I  didn't  intend  to  ask  him  what  he  heard 
about  it. 

Q.  Wasn't  this  in  the  form  of  an  interview  with  Mr.  Hyzer? 

A.  I  don't  know.     I  couldn't  get  an  understanding  of  it. 

Q.  I  notice  now  down  at  the  bottom  of  it  a  statement  "Re- 
ceived retainer  of  $100.  0.  K.  E.  M.  H."  What  does  that 
mean,  if  you  know : 

A.  I  don't  know  about  that.  That  retainer,  I  presume,  was 
part  of  his  pay. 

Q.  Whose  pay? 

A.  Mr.  Usher's. 

Q.  Has  he  a  bill  in  here  for  his  services? 

A.  I  believe  that  that  is  included  in  the  advertising  item. 

Q.  Well,  whose  writing  is  this,  this  "0.  K.  E.  M.  H"? 

A.  I  wouldn't  recognize  the  writing. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     It  is  mine,  Mr.  Marsh. 

Q.  You  say  there  is  no  separate  bill  in  for  Mr.  Usher's  serv- 
ices. 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge,  no  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  how  much  Mr.  Usher  re- 
ceived ? 

A.  I  have  forgotten  the  amount.  I  did  know  at  the  time  he 
Avas  paid,  but  among  the  numerous  details  it  has  escaped  my 
memory  now. 

Q.  In  your  account  which  you  filed  here  isn't  there  anvthing 
included  in  that  for  Mr.  Usher's  services? 

A.  It  was  not  entered  separately.     It  was  entered  in  with  the 
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expense  of  advertising,  charged  to  the  same  account  that  the 
items  on  those  bills  are  charged  to. 

Q.  "Well,  then,  this  bill  here  would  be  charged  up  as  $205.55 
instead  of  $105.55,  would  it? 

A.  I  can't  remember  the  identical  transaction  in  regard  to 
that  bill. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  Has  that  been  introduced  as  an  exhibit  ? 
If  not,  the  reason  I  ask  was  so  that  we  can  refer  to  it  more 
readily  in  looking  over  the  records,  referring  to  it  as  an  exhibit. 

The  Chairman :  I  think  perhaps  it  had  better  be  marked  as 
an  exhibit.  These  papers  that  I  have  just  been  referring  to 
are  five  sheets  with  reference  to  advertising  with  Mr.  Usher's 
signatures  at  tthe  bottom,  marked  Exhibit  66. 

Exhibit  66  is  as  follows: 


EXHIBIT  66. 

Wisconsin-  Agriculturist. 
Circulation  60,000  weekly. 

Published  by  Wisconsin  Agriculturist  Publishing  Co. 

Issued  Weekly.  Established  1877. 

Arthur  Simonson,  Publisher.  Charles  H.  Everett,  Editor. 

Racine,  Wisconsin,  July  20,  1908. 
Mr.  Rodney  Sackett, 

Stephenson  Campaign  Committee, 
Milwaukee,  Wis. 
Dear  Sir : 

We  have  received  your  valued  favor  of  the  18th  inst.  enclosing 
check  for  $760.23,  which  has  been  placed  to  your  credit  and  for 
which  you  will  please  accept  our  thanks. 
Very  truly  yours, 

The  Wisconsin  Agriculturist, 

Arthur  Simonson.  Pub. 
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Statement  of  newspapers  printing-  H.  M.  Hyzer  paragraph,  in 
News-Letter  of  June  27,  1908,  with  number  of  lines  printed 
and  amounts  charged : 

Lines 

Appleton  Post  58 

Ashland  Press 60 

Baraboo  Republic 59 

Beloit  Free  Press 57 

Eau  Claire  Telegram   54 

Fond  du  Lac  Reporter 58 

Green  Bay  Gazette 58 

Janesville  Recorder 59 

La  Crosse  Leader  Press * 58 

Madison  Democrat 58 

Manitowoc  Herald  58 

Marinette  Eagle  Star S7 

Monroe  Journal 56 

Oshkosh  Northwestern   60 

Portage  Democrat 57 

Racine  Journal    56 

Sheboygan  Telegram   61 

Superior  Telegram  58 

Watertown  Times 59 

Wausau  Record  Herald 60 

Mr.  E.  M  .Hyzer,  $105  55 

To 

Ellis  B.  Usher, 

To  Amt.  Paid  Newspapers  as  per  above  Stmt S105  55 

To  Services  in  connection  therewith 25  00 

$13°  55 
Cr 25  00 


Amounts 

$5  80 

3  00 

2  95 

2  85 

5  40 

5  80 

5  80 

5  90 

5  80 

5  80 

2  90 

5  /o 

2  80 

12  00 

2  85 

5  60 

3  05 

11  60 

2  95 

6  00 

Bal .* $105  55 

Received  Payment, 

Ellis  B.  Usher. 
Also  ree'd  retainer  of  $100. 
O.  K. 

E.  M.  H. 
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Statement  of  newspapers  printing  E.  M.  Hyzer  paragraph  in 
News-Letter  of  July  18th,  with  number  of  lines  printed  and 
amounts  charged : 

Lines  Amounts 

Appleton  Post  50  $5  001 

Ashland  Press 5  r  255 

Baraboo  Republic  46  2  30 

Beloit  Free  Press  S3  2  65 

Berlin  Journal 57  2*85 

Eau  Claire  Telegram   50  5  00 

Fond  du  Lac  Reporter 52  5  20 

Green  Bay  Gazette ' 50  5  00 

Janesville  Recorder 50  5  00 

La  Crosse  Leader  Press   50  5  00 

Madison  Democrat 49  4  90 

Manitowoc  Herald  50  2  50 

Marinette  Eagle  Star 50  5  00 

Monroe  Journal 48  2  40 

Oshkosh   Northwestern    50  10  00 

Portage  Democrat 50  2  50 

Racine  Journal    45  4  50 

Sheboygan  Telegram    51  255 

Superior  Telegram 49  9  80 

Watertown  Times 50  2  50 

Wausau  Record-Herald    51  5   10 


$92  30 


Received  Payment, 

Ellis  B.  LTsher. 


Statement  of  newspapers  printing  E.  M.  Hyzer  paragraph  in 
News-Letter  of  July  11,  1908.  with  number  of  lines  printed 
and  amounts  charged : 

Lines  Amounts 

Appleton  Post    59  $5  90 

Ashland  Press    55  2  75 

Baraboo  Republic    55  2  75 

Beloit  Free  Press 60  3  00 
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Berlin  Journal    55  2  75 

Pond  (In  Lac  Repo]  ter  56  5  60 

Green   Bay  Gazette    57  5  70 

Janesville  Recorder  57  5  70 

La  Cross*    Leader  Press  57  5  70 

Madison    Democrat    57  5  70 

Manitowoc    Herald    57  2  85 

Mai  inette  Eagle  Star   57  5  70 

Monroe  Journal    55  2  75 

Oshkosh    Northwestern    55  11   00 

Portage   Democral    56  2  so 

Racine   Journal    53  5  30 

Sheboygan   Telegram    59  2  95 

Superior   T<  legram    55  11   00 

Watertown    Times    58  2  90 

Wausau  Record   Herald   59  5  90 

$98  To 
La  Grosse  Chronicle,  Stephenson  interview 8  80 

$107  50 
Received  payment, 

Ellis  B.  Usher. 


Ellis  B.  Usher  \V<  lis  Building 

Newspaper  expert,  writer  Rooms  1136  and  1137 

and  counsellor  Telephone  Main  1564 
Promoter  of  Publicity 

Milwaukee,  -Inly  8,  1908. 
Mr.  E.  M.  Hyzer, 

To  Ellis  15.  Usher,  Dr. 

July  6.   Expenses  to  Minneapolis  and  La  Cress;'.  July 

3,  4th  and  5th $26  75 

Received  payment. 

Ellis  B.  Usher. 
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Statement  of  newspapers  printing  E.  M.  Ilyze 
News-Letter  of  July  4.  1908,  with  number 
and  amounts  charged: 

Appleton   Post    

Baraboo  Republic    

Beloit  Free  Press 

Eau  Claire  Telegram    

Pond  du  Lac  Reporter  

Green   Pay   Gazette   

Janesville  Recorder 

La  Crosse  Leader  Press  

Madison  Democrat   

Manitowoc  Herald   

Marinette  Eagle  Star  

Monroe  Journal    

( )shkosh   Northwestern    

Portage  Democrat    

Racine   Journal    

Sheboygan  Telegram  

Superior  Telegram    

Watertown  Times   

Wansan   Record   Herald   


Received  payment, 


r  paragraph  in 
of  lines  printed 


Lines 

Amounts 

39 

$3  90 
1  90 

38 

41 

2  0b 

39 

3  90 

39 

3  90 

38 

3  80 

39 

3  90 

39 

3  90 

39 

3  90 

41 

2  05 

37 

3  70 

37 

1  85 

39 

7  80 

38 

1  90 

36 

3  60 

40 

2  00 

39 

7  80 

39 

1  95 

40 

4  00 

$67  80 

Ellis  B. 

Usher. 

Q.  Now,  can  you  turn  here  to  the  account  filed  and  tell  me 
under  which  item  or  items  Mr.  Usher's  charges  would  be  found? 

A.  I  could  not  possibly  state  positively.  Senator,  because 
they  were  in  as  advertising  expense. 

Q.  Well,  under  that  general  newspaper  advertising  heading? 

A.  It  might  have  been  in  that  schedule,  possibly,  and  some  of 
them  might  have  been  in  some  others. 

Q.  You  can't  give  the  committee  any  idea  whether  the  com- 
mittee received  one  thousand  or  five  thousand  or  one  hundred? 

A.  O,  yes,  I  have  a  general  recollection  that  he  did  not  receive: 
five  thousand  and  that  he  did  receive  more  than  one  hundred. 

Q.  That's  as  definite  as  you  could  he   about  it? 
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A.  <).  I  mighl  be  more  definite  and  say  that  his  services  were 
arranged  for  at  about  $500. 

Q.  "Who  made  the  arrangemenl  .' 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  In  what  way  was  he  to  be  paid:  that  is.  so  much  per  day. 
w<  ek  or  month  .' 

A.   I  don'i   remember  the  exacl   arrangement. 

<^>.  lie  had  charge  of  practically  all  of  the  newspaper  work. 
and  you  can't  tell  the  committee  whether  he  is  hired  by  the  job 
or  by  the  month  or  by  the  week  .' 

A.  Well,  it  wasn't  by  the  week,  it  was  either  by  the  month  or' 
by  I  he  job.  It  was  a  two  months'  job.  and  whether  it  was  by 
the  job  or  so  much  a  month,  which  would  just  split  it  in  half. 
T  can't  say. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  more  paid  than  was  arranged  for? 
In  response  to  my  question  as  to  how  much  was  paid  yon  said 
that  you  thought  $500  was  arranged  for. 

A.  That  is  the  amount  that  I  presume  was  paid. 

Q.  About  $500.  Niow  what  did  he  mean  by  this  "retainer 
of  $100"  at  the  bottom  of  one  of  these  bills,  do  you  know.' 

A.  Perhaps  he  needed  the  $100,  asked  for  it  at  that  time,  and 
eidled   it  a  retainer;  which  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Was   he  paid    in    currency   or   whs   he    paid   by   cashier's 

checks? 

A.  I  couldn't  say  positively. 

Q.  Aind  ^the  committee  will  be  unable  either  from  your 
testimony  or  from  the  statement  which  you  tiled  here  to  deter- 
mine how  much  he  was  paid  or  in  what  form  he  was  paid — is 
that  time? 

A.  For  the  part  of  bis  payments  to  him  for  his  salary.  T 
couldn't  state.  I  think  the  committee  will  be  able  to  determine 
from  my  evidence  and  the  statement  the  amounts  of  money 
paid  to  him  for  advertising  expenses,  which  included  his  per- 
sonal services. 

Q.  I  mean  for  his  services? 

A.  For  the  separate  item  of  bis  s<  rvices,  T  couldn't  tell  you. 

Q.  But  somewhere  in  this  mass  that  you  filed  here  under  the 
head  of  "Advertising"  or  under  the  head  of  "Newspaper 
Work."  you  think  is  included  Mr.  Tiber's  services? 

A.  I  believe  they  are. 
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Q.  Mir.  Usher  didn't  have  anything  to  do  with  this  newspaper 
work  that  is  listed  separate  here  on  a  separate  sheet,  did  he? 

A.  The  bills  that  were  sent  directly  to  the  newspaper  to  our 
office  were  not  through  Mr.  Usher,  but  the  separate  list  that  I 
make  en  a  newspaper  advertisement  here,  and  the  advertising 
items  that  appear  in  ether  schedules,  I  wlould  be  certain  about 
thai  .' 

Q.  You  would  be  certain  as  to  whether  this  list  that  you  have. 
this  separate  list  of  advertising,  whether  that  includes  any  of 
the  newspapers  that   .Ah-.   Usher  arranged  with  or  not? 

A.  I  might  have  put  an  item  into  the  wrong  schedule. 

Q.    Well,  you  didn't  intend  to  include,   1  mean.' 

A.  I  intended  to  include  the  newspaper  advertising  under 
that  head,  but  you  will  find  on  the  last  page  there,  among  the 
hills,  hills  paid  after  the  campaign,  you  will  find  tljat  I  have 
seme  newspapers  in  there.  Now  possibly  I  have  done  wrong  in 
putting  them  there,  but  I  supposed  that  that  would  make  it 
clearer  to   everybody  than   to  put  them    in   to  this  schedule. 

Q.  I  am  just  trying  to  get  information  on  the  subject  as  to 
whether  this  list  as  appearing  on  9T2  and  914  includes  princi- 
pally bills  run  by  Mr.  I 'slier  or  bills  run  by  someone  else  other 
than   Mr.    ("slier  .' 

A.  T  believe  it  contains  both. 

Q.  Well,  now  these  bills  that  you  have  sorted  out  here,  it 
doesn't  appear  vrry  definite  on  the  record,  hut  the  most  of  those 
run  to  some  one  else  than  Mr.  Usher,  don't  they. 

A.  I  believe  they  do.  yes  sir.  from  the  manner  in  which  they 
were  found.  T  believe  they  were  sent  directly  to  the  office  and 
Mr.  Usher  had  nothing  to  do  with  them. 

Q.  I  was  unable  a  few  minutes  ago  to  find  here  a  check  that 
I  was  looking  for.  but  Senator  II listing  has  found  it.  a  check 
of  August  Idth  to  Rev.  J.  J.  Ryan.  33,499,  $400,  and  I  will  ask 
you  whether  or  nut  you  know  as  to  whether  or  not  that  had 
anything  to  do  with  tthe  Stephenson  campaign  .' 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  check  or  any  such 
person. 

Q.  Then  you  would  say  that  it  didn't  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  campaign  .' 

A.  1  presume  it  did  not. 

Q.  You  wouldn't  want  to  he  any  more  definite  than  to  say 
that    you   presume  it  didn't? 
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A.  I  wouldn't  be  positive.     Mr.   Edmonds  may  have  handled 
some  such  check-,  hut   I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

(t).  Mr.  Edmonds  didn't   assisl   you   in  selecting  these  checks 
here  as  the  ones  which   had   to  do   with  the   Stephenson   cam- 
paign, did  he  .' 
A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  So  thai  may  have  had  something  to  do  with  the  Stephen- 
son campaign. 

A.  I  couldn't   say  positively  that  it  did  not. 
Q.   Can    you    tell    of    anyone    except    Mi-.    Ryan    himself    who 
could  give  tlie  committee  any  definite  information  on   the  sub- 
ject as  to  whether  that  did  have  to  do  with  the  campaign  or  no1  .' 
A.  I  don't  know  of  anybody  who  has  any  information. 
Q.  I  think  you  said  you  didn't  know  the  man  or  know  where 
he  is  from.  Rev.  J.  J.  Ryan  .' 

A.  1  have  no  recollection  of  ever  having  heard  of  him  before. 
Q.  1  notice  that  on  your  accounl  here,  if  I  am  right  about  it. 
yen  will  eorrecl  me  if  I  am  wrong,  the  first  item  that  was  paid 
out  in  the  Stephenson  campaign  was  duly  7th — am  I  right  aboul 
that.'  Were  then'  no  payments  made  before  that  in  the  cam- 
paign? 

A.  July  6th  I  have. 
Q.  July  6th.     It  is  blotted  here. 

A.  To  E.  H.  McMahon,  organizing,  $50."  If  I  remember 
correctly,  that  was  about  the  first  payment,  although  in  view 
of  the  fact  Unit  1  entered  these  ou  cards.  I  may  have  got  the 
cards  mixed  and  got  the  order  changed  slightly. 

Q.  You  had  been  in  charge  of  the  campaign  or  in  the  office 
there  in  Milwaukee  for  some  time  before  that  time,  hadn't  you  .' 
A.   About  a  week. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  day  you  did  take  charge? 
A.  1  couldn't  tell  without  looking  at    the    calendar.     I    en- 
gaged the  offices  on  Monday  morning.     I  believe  it  was  the  hist 
Monday  preceding  the  1st  of  July.     The  offices  were  furnished 
and  opened  within  a  day  or  two.      Very  near  the  fii'sl  of  July. 
Q.  There  appears  to  have  been  a  cheek  issued  on  June  29th 
to  Edward  Pollock  for  $90. 
A.  On  June  29th  .' 
Q.  On  June  29th.  yes. 

A.  I  am  quite  certain  that  1  boiighl  no  checks  for  campaign 
purposes  before  the  1st  of  July. 
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Q.  Well,  (hi  yon  know  whether  Edward  Pollock  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  campaign  or  not. 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

(^.  Do  you  know  him  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  E.  II.  Williams  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  campaign  or  not ! 

A.  I  don  "t  remember  him. 

(,).  Do  you  know  whether  Christ  Hanson  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  campaign  . 

A.  I  don't  remember  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  gentleman  by  that  name'' 

A.  I  don't  remember  him. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  about  Dennis  Moran.  Do  you  know 
whether  he  had  anything  to  do  with  the  campaign  or  not  ? 

A.   I  don  't  know  him. 

(v).  I  will  ask  you  about  J.  P.  Peterson  and  ask  yon  whether 
yon  know  as  to  his  having  anything  to  do  with  the  campaign  ' 

A.  I  don  "t  remember  him. 

Q.   You  don't  remember  him  at  all; 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  don't  know  id'  any  candidate  for  the  assembly  by 
that  name  .' 

A.  I  don't  remember  him.  no  sir. 

Q.  Or  didn't  know  of  anybody  by  that  name.' 

A.  No.  sir. 

<L>.  AVasn'1  lie  one  of  the  presidential  electors.  J.  P.  Peterson? 

A.  I  don't  know.  There  is  "Sir.  Peterson,  a  very  Large  man, 
he  was  a  delegate  to  the  Chicago  convent  ion.  Is  that  the 
Peterson  that  you  refer  to? 

Air.  Bray:     His  size  isn't  down  here. 

A.  Well,  I  thought  perhaps  the  senator  remembered  the  man 
personally. 

Q.  I  think  you  said  you  didn't  have  any  talk  with  Air.  Pan- 
croft  at  all  yourself .' 

A.   I  don't  think  I  did.  I  don't  remember  any. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.  AVere  you  paid  for  your  services  to  Mr.  Stephenson  in  the 
primary  campaign  I 
A.  I  wTas  not. 
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0.  Do  you  expect  to  be? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Was  there  ever  any  definite  understanding  as  to  whether 
or  not  you  were  to  be  paid.' 

A.  Only  in  the  fact  that  I  told  Senator  Stephenson  long  be- 
fore the  opening  of  the  campaign  that  my  services  were  really 
at  his  disposal  if  he  should  become  a  candidate. 

0.   Were  your  expenses  paid? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

0.  Do  they  appear  in  these  items? 

A.  Among  the  incidental  expenses? 

Q.  Do  you  consider  your  expenses  incidental? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  They  were  paid  out  in  small  sums  at  various 
times  and  purely  incidental. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Edmonds  received  any- 
thing lor  his  services  from  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  I  have  no  absolute  knowledge,  hut  it  was  my  understand- 
ing that  he  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Puelicher  did? 

A.  It  was  my  understanding  that  he  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  it? 

A.  Not  of  my  own  personal  knowledge. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Van  Cleve  did? 

A.  It  is  my  understanding  that  he  did  not. 

Q.  You  don't  know  .' 

A.  Not  of  my  own  personal  knowledge. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Knell  did  ? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  I  understood  that  he  was  not  to 
receive  anything.     I  believe  that  Mr.  Stephenson  told  me  that. 

Q.  Did  all  these  gentlemen  I  have  named  receive  their  ex- 
penses, or  clo  you  know? 

A.  I  don't  know.  If  Mr.  Van  Cleve  received  his  expenses,  it 
wasn't  through  me.  it'  Mr.  Puelicher  received  his  expenses,  it 
wasn't  through  me.  I  understood  that  Mr.  Edmonds  received 
his. 

Q.  Did  you  expect  any  compensation  in  any  other  way  than 
a  financial  way? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  I  couldn't  say  Avhat  he  expected. 
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Q.  That  you  know  of .' 
A.  Not  that. I  know  .  i\ 

By  the  (  hairman  : 

Q.  In  that  connection,  when  did  you  receive  your  appoint- 
ment to  the  position  you  now  hold? 

A.  About  eighl  years  ago,  seven  or  eighl  years  ago. 

Q.  You  have  held  it  ever  since  that  time? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

.Mi'.  Bray:     Are  you  under  civil  service.' 

A.  I  am  not,  but  I  have  no  fears. 

Mr.  Bray:  We  didn't  want  to  neglect  you.  We  asked 
everybody  else. 

Q.  The  J.  P.  Peterson  I  referred  to  was  a  candidate  from  Bur- 
nett and  Polk  counties.  Did  you  have  any  correspondence  or 
any  transactions  of  any  kind  with  J.  P.  Peterson  of  that  disJ 
Irid  during  the  campaign  1 

A.  I  do  not  remember  any. 

(^.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  be  was  taking  any  active 
j  art   in  the  campaign  .' 

A.  Xot  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  And  if  he  was  paid  on  June  30th  $150,  as  indicated  by 
check  33, 032  it  w;is  authorized  by  some  one  oilier  than  yourself, 
was  it  .' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  There  is  ;in  item  on  the  accounl  as  filed,  with  William 
Perry,  do  you  know  who  that  is.' 

A.    William  Perry  on  this  account.' 

Q.  Perhaps  I  am  mistaken.  1  think  I  am.  There  is  a  check 
given  to  William  Perry  here.  Do  you  know  anything  about 
William  Perry  having  anything  to  do  with  the  campaign? 

A.  Xo.  I  do  not.  Now,  if  the  senator  will  allow  me  to  refer 
to  this  calendar  1  have  in  my  band.  I  can  be  more  certain  as  to 
the  dates  (  ret'ei  s  to  memorandum,  i  This  is  a  private  memoran- 
dum book  of  my  own.  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  campaign. 
Now  I.  will  say.  Senator,  that  on  Monday,  the  29th  day  of  June, 
f  rented  the  office.  The  furniture  and  stationery  and  equip- 
ment was  not  in  there,  according  to  my  recollection  until  the 
30th  of  June.  Those  checks  that  you  refer  to  on  the  Moth  of 
June  I  wouldn't  have  bad  time  to  attend  to,  I  was  too  busy  get- 
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ting  the  office  in  shape.  I  hadn'1  started  to  do  any  business 
that  would  require  the  sending  out  of  checks  at  that  time. 

Q.  Well,  Mr.  Edmonds  lias  said  thai  when  he  came  there 
early  in  July  he  found  the  business  in  charge  of  yourself? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Now.  when  you  came  there  on  the  29th  of  June  did  you 
find  the  business  campaign  in  charge  of  anyone  else  ahead  of 

Mill  .' 

A.  There  was  tin  campaign  until  I  started  it. 

Q.  Well,  the  senator  announced  his  candidacy  a  few  days  be- 
fore that? 

A.  Yes.  sir,  and  that  was  all  that  was  done  until  1  rented  the 
office. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know  ? 

A.  I  believe  that  was  all. 

Q.  Of  course,  there  might  have  been  money  paid  out  by  some- 
body before  that  that  you  didn't  know  about? 

A.  ( Hi.  yes. 

<v>.  Yen  look  with  you  all  of  the  papers  thai  you  produced 
here  and  the  books  which  you  produced,  you  took  all  those  to 
Washington,  did  you,  after  the  campaign  was  over  .' 

A.  I  don't  think  I  took  them  there.  I  think  they  were  sent 
to  me  afterward.  If  I  remember  correctly.  I  sent  them  to  Mar- 
inette. 

Q.  What  for.' 

A.  In  order  that  Senator  Stephenson  might  look-  over  the  bills 
there  if  he  wanted  to. 

O.  You  sent  them  then  to  Senator  Stephenson  to  Marinette? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  That  would  be  all  of  the  bills  and  statements  and  everything 
you  had  in  the  way  of  writings  pertaining  to  the  campaign? 

A.   All  that  f  didn't  destroy. 

O.  Well,  now.  how  did  you  determine  what  to  destroy  and 
what  not  to  destroy? 

A.  There  was  a  drawer  in  my  desk  in  which  I  proposed  to  keep 
the  bills,  regular  business  hills  rendered  to  the  campaign  commit- 
tee, which  were  paid,  and  when  f  ordered  the  general  destruction 
of  the  papers  in  the  office  that  T  considered  of  no  value,  I  found 
this  lot  of  bills 

Q.    (  interrupting)    That  you  have  produced  here? 
58 
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A.  I  presume  it  is  the  same  one,  I  think  so;  I  found  that,  and 
I  didn't  like  to  destroy  those  receipts  for  money,  I  thought  pos- 
sibly some  time  within  the  next  short  time  some  of  these  concerns 
might  demand  repayment  of  the  bills,  and  I  wanted  to  keep  them 
for  a  certain  time,  and  I  didn't  know  where  to  keep  them,  so  I 
had  them  rapped  in  a  package  and  sent  to  Senator  Stephenson, 
and  in  finishing  up  my  account,  which  was  done  in  Washington, 
I  had  them  sent  me  there  by  express,  and  brought  them  here  to 
submit  to  this  committee  if  the}-  wanted  them. 

O.  Who  sent  them? 

A.   I  don't  remember. 

O.  When  did  you  send  them  to  Washington  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember. 

O.  Do  you  know  when  you  received  them  in  Washington? 

A.  T  couldn't  say. 

O.  You  can  give  the  committee  something  of  an  idea,  can't  you? 

A.  I  don't  like  to  give  dates  when  I  am  not  certain.  Of  course. 
T  kept  no  note  of  them  when  they  were  received. 

O.  Well,  was  it  a  few  days  before  you  came  here? 

A.  Oh,  it  was  sometime  before  I  came  here.  Tt  was  at  least 
three  or  four  weeks. 

O.  Did  you  have  them  here  in  Milwaukee  two  weeks  ago  last 
Monday? 

A.  They  were  in  Washington  at  that  time. 

O.  You  came  to  Milwaukee  and  were  in  Milwaukee  two  weeks 
ago  Monday,  weren't  you? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  you  were  there  assisting  in  making  up  the  account, 
weren't  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  That  is,  this  account  that  was  filed  with  the  secretary  of 
state? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Did  you  have  these  papers  with  you  on  that  trip  to  Milwau- 
kee? 

A.  I  did  not. 

O.  And  it  was  some  time  prior  to  that  that  you  had  received 
them  in  Washington  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  you  say  they  were  sent  there  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling you  to  make  up  a  statement? 
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A.  To  assist  me  in  going  over  the  statement  for  the  last  time 
and  determining  its  correctness. 

O.  And  when  yon  received  them  there  did  yon  go  over  them 
and  make  a  statement  from  them? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  that  is  the  statement  which  was  first  filed  here,  I  don't 
remember  the  number  of  the  exhibit? 

A.  It  is  substantially  the  same  as  Exhibit  49.  except  that  it  did 
not  contain  the  names. 

O.  The  names  of  the  people  to  whom  payments  were  made? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  Now.  yon  have  produced  one  bill  here  from  Mr.  Wellens- 
gard,  he  being  one  of  the  men  who  was  looking  after  your  cam- 
paign in  Green  Lake  county,  I  believe.  Among  these  papers  that 
you  have  filed  here  are  there  any  other  bills  from  these  various 
men  who  had  charge  of  the  county  campaign,  county  organization, 
for  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  T  think  there  are  some,  bills  and  expense  accounts.  I  re- 
call a  couple  of  little  books  on  which  Mr.  McMahon  kept  his  ex- 
pense account. 

O.  Well,  Mr.  McMahon  had  general  charge,  that  is,  he  trav- 
eled through  the  state,  different  parts  of  the  state,  didn't  he? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  I  am  referring  to  these  men  that  received  one  hundred  and 
fifty,  two  hundred,  and  three  hundred,  and  four  hundred,  five  hun- 
dred, and  a  thousand,  three  thousand,  and  so  on,  out  in  different 
parts  of  the  state,  that  had  charge  of  certain  localities.  Did  any 
of  those  gentlemen,  aside  from  Mr.  Wellensgard,  render  a  bill? 

A.  There  may  be  some  in  that  box. 

O.  You  don't  recall  any  now? 

A.  I  don't  recall  any. 

O.  As  a  rule,  almost  a  universal  rule,  no  such  statements  were 
sent  to  you — is  that  true? 

A.  Hie  men  with  whom  I  personally  made  arrangements,  as  a 
rule  did  send  me  statements. 

O.  Well,  Mr.  Edmonds  made  the  most  of  the  arrangements, 
did  he,  or  did  you? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds  made  mosl  of  the  arrangements,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  can  you  think  of  any  of  those  men  who  did  render  you 
a  bill,  no  matter  whether  you  have  it  yet  or  not,  that  is,  the  men 
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who  had  charge  of  certain  localities,  to   whom  money  had  been 
sent  ?J 

A.  Their  expense  accounts  were  usually  rendered  before  they 
were  paid. 

O.  And  we  will  find  them  here  among-  these  papers  you  have 
produced  ? 

A.  I  couldn't  say  positively.  Tt  wasn't  my  intention  to  keep  all 
of  those. 

O.  Well,  what  ones  did  yon  intend  to  keep,  and  what  ones  did 
you  intend  to  destroy? 

A.  1  put  tlie  bills  where  I  thought  people  might  make  a  mis- 
take and  ask  Cor  repayment,  in  a  certain  drawer  in  my  desk. 

Q.  And  these  that  yon  kept  were  men  that  you  were  a  little 
suspicious  ill' .' 

A.  No,  sii'.  no,  sir.  T  didn'1  intend  to  keep  that  class  of  bills 
at  all.  had  no  special  idea  of  keeping  than,  but  I  put  the  busi- 
n  :ss  bills,  the  bills  from  business  houses,  where  the  bookkeepers 
might  make  a  mistake — 

Q,  (interrupting)  Now,  Mr.  Edmonds  testified  that  those  he 
made  arrangements  with  he  didn't  receive  or  require  any  bill 
or  statement  or  any  knowledge  of  any  kind,  as  I  remember  it,— « 
with  pt  rhaps  an  exception  or  two — as  to  what  the  money  was 
spent  for  ;  but  yon  say  those  thai  yon  made  arrangements  with  you 
required  something  of  that  kind? 
A.  Yes.  sir. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  yon  required  it? 
A.  Yes.  .sir. 

Q.  AVas  that  the  understanding  at  the  start  when  yon  em- 
ployed them? 

A.  I  required  an  expense  account  to  be  kept   and  sent  to  me 

regularly. 

Q.   And  you   had   that   understanding  with   them   at  the   time 
yon  employed  them  .' 
A.  Yes.  sir. 

By  tin    Chairman: 

Q.  Those  yon  gave  special  instructions  to.  were  those  the 
ones  thai  von  refer  to  that  von  received  a  statement  from? 
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A.  1  believe  in  almost  every  instance  L  received  a  statement, 
wholly  or  in  pari   from  those  men  at  one  time  or  another. 

Q.  Those  that  you  have  named  here? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

<t>.  Those  were  men  that  travelled  about  differenl  parts  of  the 
state .' 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

<t>.  And  you  mean  that  is  the  class  of  men  that  you  made  the 
arrangements  with,  and  required  statements  from? 

A.  1  wouldn't  confine  it  to  any  particular  class.  I  think 
there  were  some  others. 

<L>.  Well,  can  yon  name  now  any  of  the  managers  who  had 
charge  of  a  county  or  a  Legislative  district  and  received  pay- 
ments of  money,  from  whom  you  received  an  itemized  state- 
ment .'  ,  ^ 

A.  C.  0.  Larson  sent  an  itemized  statement — a  number  of 
itemized  statements  of  his  expense  account. 

<x>.   Was  he  one  of  tin-  gentlemen  that  you  arranged  with.' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(,).  Do  you  think  we  will  find  his  itemized  statement  among 
your  papers  here > 

A.  I  am  quite  sure  you  will  find  some  of  them,  but  I  wouldn't 
say   all. 

<t>.   Can   you   think   id'  any  others   now   of  that   class 

A.  .Mr.    Rogers   of  Dodgeville. 

Q.  What  territory  did  C.  0.  Larson  have  charge  off 

A.  Ozaukee   county.   I  believe. 

Q.  Now.  Mr.  Rogers 

A.  Of  Dodgeville.  I  think  you  will  find  at  least  on<  of  his 
statements  in  there. 

Q.  He  had  charge  of  Iowa  county,  did  he? 

A.   I   believe  that's  the  county. 

Q.  Well,  it   is  the  county  in   which  Dodgeviile  is   located. 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  that  is  the  county. 

Q.  And  can  you  tell  of  any  oth 

A.  L.  H.   Stevens  filed  one  expense  bill   of  a   small   amount. 

Q.  That  was  that  one  of  $28,  mi-  something  like  that,  wasn't 
it? 

A.  One  small  amount  like  that,  and  I  si-ni  him  the  money  for 
that.  T  sent  him  the  $200  that  T  agreed  to  pay  him  for  his 
services,  and  I  don't  think  I  sent  him  any  more  money. 
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Q.  Well,  there  was  another  $300,  or  something  like  that,  sent 
to  him  later,  wasn't  there.' 

A.  I  may  have  sent  that  to  him,  but  if  I  ciid  it  was  under  the 
order  of  .Mr.   Edmonds. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  that  was  for  services  or  disburse- 
ments .' 

A.  I  wouldn't  have  required  an  aeeount  from  .Mr.  Stevens 
on  money  sent  him  by  order  of  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.  Did  you  require  an  account  from  him  for  that  $200  you 
sent  him .' 

A  That  was  for  his  personal  services,  f  understood  what 
that  was  for. 

<L>.   Well,  did  you   require  an  aeeount.' 

A.  J  don't  understand  the  senator.  The  $200  was  paid  in 
a  lump  sum  for  his  services  during  the  campaign.  That  was 
I  he  amount. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Well,  the  question  is,  was  it  itemized  as  an  ac- 
eounl    for  services,   days.  etc.  .' 

A.  He  wasn't  paid  by  1  he  day.  lie  was  paid  $200  for  the 
in  ire  service. 

Q.  1  see — and  so  you  didn't  require  any  statement  from  him? 

A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  hear  .Mr.  Edmonds  testify  that  he  was  to  receive 
jil.out   $3  per  day.  Mr.  L.  H.  Stevens? 

A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  If  he  was.  that  was  a  mistake,  wasn't  it? 

A.  It  was  a  mistake,  yes,  sir,  because  1  made  the  arrangement 
with  'Sir.   Stevens,  and   it    was  ratified  by  .Mr.   Edmonds. 

Q.  And  there  was  no  talk  of  any  per  diem  at  all  with  Mr. 
Stevens  ? 

A.  He  was  to  receive  $200  for  his  services. 

Q.  In  a  lump  sum? 

A.  I  remember  the  transaction  very  distinctly. 

Q.  I  have  forgotten  what  you  said  with  reference  to  this  Wil- 
liam Perry.  I  think  you  said  that  you  didn't  know  of  his 
doing  any  work  in  the  campaign  or  being  paid  anything  for 
his  services. 

A.  William  Perry? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  having  said  anything  about  him,  but 
I  don't  recollect  him  at  all. 
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(^.  I  think  lie  is  from  Oshkosh.  He  is  from  Winnebago 
county. 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  him. 

Q.  The  correspondence,  that  is,  the  carbon  copies  of  letters 
and  the  letters  which  yon  received,  were  mostly  destroyed, 
were  they  not? 

A.  I  directed  that  they  be  all  destroyed. 

(,).  And  wherever  you  have  them,  why,  it  is  just  that  they 
happen  to  be  here — that  is,  by  accident  rather  than  by  design? 

A.  Well,  if  you  refer  to  the  letter  that  you  have  in  your 
hand,  I  kept  that  with  Mr.  Wellensgard 's  account. 

The  Chairman:  Now,  I  wish  at  this  time  to  offer  in  evi- 
dence Exhibit  62.  which  is  the  Wellensgard  account,  and  the 
letter  accompanying  it,  dated  September  3rd,  1908,  and  in 
order  that  the  letter  may  appear  in  the  record  I  wish  to  read 
it. 

"Berlin,  Wis.,  Sept.  3,  1908. 
Mr.  Rodney  Sackett, 

Milwaukee,  AVis. 
Dear  friend:     Enclosed  please  find  my  bill  against  Stephen- 
son.    I  wish  you  would  please  see  that  they  get  it.     I  haven't 
put  in  anything  for  cigars  or  what  little  I  spent.     Please  let 
me  hear  from  you.     I  beat  Hitchcock  by  347  majority. 

Yours  truly, 

C.  C.  Wellensgard." 

Exhibit  62  received  in  evidence  and  is  in  words  and  figures 
following,  to- wit: 

"Berlin,  Wis.,  Sept.  3,  1908. 
Stephenson  Campaign  Com., 
.Milwaukee,  AVis. 

C.  C.  Wellensgard. 
1908 

July    5     Lively  to  Princeton    $3  00 

6     Livery  to  Markesan    3  00 

Aug.  20     Livery  at  Markesan    2  00 

21  Livery  at  Markesan    2  50 

22  Livery  at  Markesan    2  50 

23  Livery  at  Markesan    2  50 
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23  Livery  at  Berlin    : . .  2  50 

24  Livery  to  Dif.  parts  of  Co.  .  . 2  50 

28  Paid  out  to  help  G.  Burlingame  and  4  men 

28  Paid  out  to  help  G.  Buprlingame  and  4  men  30  00 

28  Paid  to  C.  Rosebrook,  Town  of  St.  Marie  and 

4    men 25  00 

28  Paid  Bill  Auu1.mii.  Town  of  Green  Lake 5  00 

28'  Paid  W.  Burdick,  Town  of  Green    Lake....  5  00 

28  Paid  C.  Schrader  and  men  at   Markesan . . . .  30  00 

28  Paid  W.  Malena,  Town  of  Seneea 5  00 

Sept.    3  Paid  M.   Resop,  City  of  Berlin 3  00 

3  Paid  P.  Kresal,  City  of  Berlin 1  00 

3  Paid  Aug.  Waslinski,  City  of  Berlin 5  00 

3  Paid  Steve  Greager,  City  of  Berlin 5  00 

3  Paid   J.    Neighbor,    City    of    Berlin... 5  00 

3  Paid  J.  Weir,  City  of  Berlin  5  00 

:;  Paid  J.    Briskie,   City   of   Berlin 5  00 

3  Paid    P.    Bartow,    City    of    Berlin 5  00 

3  Paid  Joe  Gosh,  City  of  Berlin    5  00 

Sept.    2  Telephone    Bill 2  80 

2  Paid    Mr.    Rossa,  City   of   Berlin 4  00 

2  Paid  C.  Kisnaska,  City  of  Berlin 5  00 

2  Paid  -lack  Grotta     5  00 

2  Paid  II.  Wilde  Town  of  Manchester 5  00 

2  Paid   E.   A.  Umbreight,    Town  of  Manchester  5  00 

2  Paid    E.   Vaughn,    Kingston,   and  men 25  00 

2  Paid  AVm.  ('rook.    Ripon 5  00 

2  Paid  Nels  Sorrenson,  Mackford 5  00 

2  Paid  Herman  Ebbentroff,  Mackford   5  00 

2  For   automobile   election    day. 15  00 

2  Paid  Wilson   for  help  on  machine 2  50 

2  Paid   Postage    4  00 


Total    $250  80 

Endorsed : 

Paid,  9/5/08. 

C*.  C.  Wellensgard." 
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Q.  Now,  this  newspaper  advertising,  I  have  one  here  to  "Ad- 
vertising, $150,"  that's  from  the  Daily  Jewish  Courier.  Was 
that  all  the  statement  you  received,  or  all  the  knowledge  you 
had  from  any  source  as  to  how  much  advertising  thai  paper  did? 

A.  That  is  the  only  statement  L  received.  If  I  had  any 
knowledge  as  to  just  what  the  advertising  was,  it  was  something 
that  Mr.  Edmonds  told  me.  and  that  I  have  since  forgotten. 

Q.  You  have  no  way  of  knowing  whether  they  gave  an  inch 
of  space  or  four  columns  or  whether  it  was  in  one  issue  or  a 
dozen  issues  .' 

A.   Aly    recollection  is  that  it  was  not   an  exorbitant  charge. 

Q.  Well,  not  recollecting  any  knowledge  you  had  on  the  sub- 
ject, how  can  you  tell  at  this  time,  if  there  was  no  other  state- 
ment rendered,  and  you  don't  know  that  anybody  told  you  how 
much  the  charge  was.  how  can  you  say  that  it  was  not  exorbi- 
tant ? 

A.  1  say  that  Mr.  Edmonds  did  say  that  he  had  made  the 
arrangement  with  him. 

Q.  That  isn't  what  you  said  before. 

A.  That  is  what  I  meant  to  say.  But  as  to  just  what  the  ar- 
rangement was,  1  don't  know,  but  I  would  have  had  a  recollec- 
tion had  it  seemed  at  that  time  to  have  been  exorbitant. 

O.  Now,  here  is  a  bill  from  Utica,  X.  Y.,  "For  (300  lines,  Hon. 
Isaac  Stephenson's  Candidacy,  $60.  Can  you  tell  what  that  was? 
Is  that  a  paper  that  is  circulated  in  Wisconsin? 

A.  From  the  note  there,  it  says,  "We  have  sent  several  hundreci 
eopies  of  extra  papers  to  districts  in  the  state,"  I  presume  thaV:  is 
some  paper  that  something-  was  run  in,  and  that  it  was  sent  in 
here.  It  was  evidently  made  by  Edmonds  on  account  of  his  ini- 
tials there,  the  arrangement  for  the  bill. 

Q.  And  that  is  all  the  information  you  have  on  that  subject  as 
to  what  that  $60  was  for? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  . 

(J.  Now,  are  you  familiar  with  the  company  called  the  Kuryer 
Publishing  Company  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  know  what  it  is. 

O.  And  I  see  they  were  paid  $250  for  publishing  advertise- 
ment, one  half  page  three  times.  Did  you  consider  that  a  rea- 
sonable price  for  that  service  ? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds  made  that  arrangement,  if  I  remember  cor- 
rectly, and  I  didn't  consider  it  unreasonable. 
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Q.  You  thought  that  in  three  issues  of  that  paper,  for  that 
amount  of  space,  that  that  was  the  usual  advertising  rates,  $250, 
did  you  ? 

A.   That  was  my  understanding". 

The  Chairman:  I  will  have  this  hill  of  the  Kuryer  Publishing 
(  a  impany  marked  as  an  exhibit. 

Marked  Exhibit  67. 

The  Chairman:  And  this  $60  hill  of  Griffith's  marked  as  an 
exhibit. 

Marked  Exhibit  68. 

The  Chairman  :  And  also  the  Jewish  Courier,  $150  bill  marked 
as  an  exhibit. 

Marked  Exhibit  69. 

Q.  Now.  1  find  one  to  the  Superior  Tidende,  August  7th,  "To 
an  announcement,  l-1  o  column,  $75.00."  You  considered  that  the 
usual  advertising  rate,  did  you? 

A.  I  believe  I  did. 

O.  That  was  in  one  issue,  was  it  not? 

A.   I  couldn't  say  positively.      1  don't  know. 

Q.  Well,  there  i>  nothing  to  indicate  that  it  was  in  any  other 
issue  than  August  1th  ? 

A.   That  is  all  that  appears  there. 

O.  And  another  bill  of  August  loth  "To  an  announcement  for 
Senator  Stephenson,  l-1-  column,  $75.00."  That  appears  to  be 
O.  K.'d  by  W.  U.  Wheeler.      Who  was  \\\  II.  Wheeler? 

A.   W.  11.  Wheeler?     I  don't  know. 

Q.  Well,  those  two  bills  were  considered  by  you  to  be  the  usual 
advertising"  rates  for  that  amount  of  space  in  that  paper? 

A.   I  believe  they  were. 

Q.  Well,  you  observe  that  these  rates  are  considerably  higher 
than  those  in  the  bills  run  by  the  Koch  Advertising  Agency? 

A.  While  I  am  not  an  expert,  Senator,  on  advertising  rates,  I 
will  say  that  my  understanding  is  that  a  paper  with  a  circulation 
of  a  million  can  charge  more  than  a  paper  with  a  circulation  of  a 
hundred. 

O.  I  think  that  we  all  understand  that.  Do  you  know  what  the 
circulation  of  the  Superior  Tidende  is? 

A.  I  couldn't  give  it  to  you  in  figures,  but  I  understand  it  is 
very  large. 

Q.  In  Wisconsin? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  And  you  don't  mean  to  intimate  that  this  paper,  the  Superior 
Tidende,  has  a  million  circulation? 
A.  Oh,  no. 

Q.  And  you  took  that  into  consideration  in  determining  whether 
these  were  the  usual  rates  for  papers  of  that  circulation? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Bill  of  the  Superior  Tidende  marked  Exhibit  70. 
Q.  Here  is  another  hill,  the  Courier  Printing  House,  Fond  du 
Lac.  "To  Advertising-,  $60.00."     Do  you  know  how  much  space 
or  how  many  issues  of  that   matter  the  advertising  matter  ap- 
peared in  ? 

A.  This  Mr.  Bruederle  who  signs  this  bill  came  to  the  office  and 
explained  that  to  me  fully,  and  T  consider  the  price  perfectly  rea- 
sonable and  fair. 

Q.  But  you  can't  tell  us  how  much  space  or  how  many  issues 
of  that  paper  it  appeared  in  ? 

A.  1  can't  tell  the  exact  amount  or  the  exact  circumstances.  I 
know  that  I  considered  that  bill  and  considered  it  fair. 

Bill  of  the  Courier  Printing  House  marked  Exhibit  71. 

Q.  Here  is  one  of  the  Norden  Tribune,  published  at  Milwaukee. 
Do  you  know  anything  about  the  circulation  of  that  paper? 

A.  I  couldn't  give  you  the  figures. 

Q.   Is  it  what  you  would  call  a  large  or  a  small  circulation? 

A.   I  should  class  it  as  rather  small. 

Q.  That  says  "For  Write-up  as  per  agreement,  $50.00."  Who 
made  that  agreement  with  them  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  did. 

O.  And  how  much  space  did  you  occupy  in  that  write-up? 

A.  I  couldn't  give  the  exact  amount  of  space,  but  I  considered 
it  worth  the  money. 

O.  Did  you  furnish  the  write-up  or  did  the  editor  of  the  Tri- 
bune furnish  it  ? 

A.   I  believe  I  furnished  it. 

Q.  And  it  was  translated,  was  it?  That  is  a  Scandinavian 
paper  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  translated  by  the  Tribune  people? 

A.  By  the  editor,  and  the  translation,  I  believe,  is  in  with  the 
$50. 

Q.  You  have  a  distinct  recollection  of  writing  that,  do  you? 
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A.  1  have  a  distinct  recollection  of  furnishing  copy  in  several 
instances. 

Q.    For  that  paper? 

A.    For  that  paper,  yes,  sir. 

O.  Did  it  appear  as  an  editorial,  or  did  it  appear  in  any  manner 
that  it  was  advertising  matter? 

A.  I  b.elieve  it  was  put  in  regular  advertising  form.  I  wouldn't 
he  positive,  though. 

O.  It  is  spoken  of  as  a  "write-up." 

A.  \7>u  can  see  by  the  writing  there  that  the  man  wouldn't  be 
apt  to  use  exactly  correct  language. 

Q.    Bui  you  are  not  able  to  say  now  what  form  it  did  appear  in  ? 

A.  Not  positively,  but  I  believe  it  to  he  in  the  form  of  adver- 
tising. 

Bill  of  the  Xorden  Tribune  marked  Exhibit  72. 

O.  I  see  a  Minneapolis  Publishing  Company  here,  C.  Rasmus- 
sen  Publishing  Company,  "To  special  article  and  5000  extra 
copies" — I  suppose  that  means? 

A.   1  suppose  so. 

<_).  (continued)  "Land  Farm  Journal,  $200.00."  Did  you 
have  anything  to  do  with  that  ? 

A.  1  have  no  recollection  of  that  transaction.  The  initials  "E. 
A.  K."  at  the  bottom  would  indicate  that  he  did. 

Q.  Mr.  Edmonds  did  that? 

A.    Yes. 

O.  You  don't  know  how  much  space  was  used,  or  anything  of 
the  kind  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

O.  It  was  one  of  the  campaign  bills — it  was  paid,  however? 

A.  I  suppose  he  handed  it  to  me  to  be  paid,  from  the  fact  that 
his  initials  were  on  there. 

Bill  of  the  C,  Rasmussen  Publishing  Company  marked  Ex- 
hibit J$. 

Q.  I  notice  there  is  check  here  to  Tim  Ihirke.  Do  you  know 
what  that  was  for  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it  whatever.     What  was  the  date? 

Q.  Well,  it  was  after  the  primary,  some  time  after  the  primary, 
about  the  middle  of  October. 

Mr.  Ingalls :    What  is  the  date  of  the  check? 

A.  About  the  middle  of  October. 

Mr.  Tno-alls :     How  is  it  material  here? 
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The  Chairman:  It  isn't  material  unless  it  was  paid  In  virtue  of 
an  agreement  or  understanding  before  the  primary. 

A.  If  I  did  know  anything  about  it,  and  if  it  were-  pari  of  our 
expense,  1  think  it  would  appear  in  our  schedule  there  of  Octo- 
ber 1 6th. 

Q.  That  is,  unless  von  left  it  out  by  mistake? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  This  schedule  is  pretty  nearly  all  covered  by 
checks. 

Q.  If  you  are  mistaken  about  this  Smith  item,  that  is  a  check, 
and  that  is  left  out  here — I  think  you  have  acknowledged  that  you 
even  left  out  some  checks? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  very  few  out  of  that  particular  schedule,  because 
they  are  mostly  all  covered. 

O.  I  see  here  is  a  bill  of  $540  to  the  Minneapolis  Tidende. 
That  was  one  of  several  bills  rendered  by  that  publishing  com- 
pany, wasn't  it  ? 

A.   I  believe  there  were  others. 

Q.  And  that's  a  paper  which  has  a  large  circulation  in  Wis- 
consin ? 

A.   I  understand  it  to  have  a  large  one. 

Q.  Did  you  audit  that  bill  yourself? 

A.  I  see  that  it  is  marked  "<  >.  K.,  E.  B.  U."  That  means  Mr. 
Usher,  I  presume.     I  undoubtedly  paid  that  bill. 

Q-  Do  you  know  anything  about  what  the  editorial  attitude  of 
that  paper  was  with  reference  to  Senator  Stephenson's  candidacy? 

A.  [  don't  remember  of  bavin-'  any  information  on  that  sub- 
ject. 

O.  You  didn't  take  that  into  consideration  when  you  audited 
(he  bill? 

A.   Xo,  sir. 

Air.  Hambrecht:  T  would  like  to  have  the  reference  to  any 
testimony  concerning  Tim  Burke  stricken"  off  of  the  record  at  this 
time  as  incompetent,  irrelevant  and  immaterial,  since  he  answer- 
he  doesn't  know,  being  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  primary. 

The  Chairman  :  \Ye   will    take   that   up   after — 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Xo,  we  will  take  it  up  now.  I  don't  care  any- 
thing about  it  personally.  Mere  is  a  check,  dated  long  after  the 
primary  to  Burke.  Now,  I  don'1  know  Mr.  Burke  at  all,  but  it 
don't  appear  to  be  Mr.  Stephenson's  campaign  at  ah.  has  no  re- 
lation to  the  primar_\-   whatever,  and  it  don't   seem  to  me  that  we 
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ought  to  make  a  record  of  it.  If  you  think  so,  all  right;  if  there 
is  anybody  that  wants  it. 

Senator  Morris:  I  move  that  the  reference  to  the  first  check 
be  stricken  out  of  the  record  until  after  we  have  looked  over  the 
checks. 

The  Chairman  :  I  think  there  is  already  a  motion  to  that  effect. 
It  has  been  moved  and  seconded  that  this  testimony  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Tim  Burke  check  may  be  stricken  out  until  it  is  con- 
nected in  some  way  with  the  Stephenson  campaign.  It  will  be 
stricken  out  entirely  for  the  present.  Are  you  ready  for  the 
question?  Those  in  favor  of  the  motion  manifest  it  by  saying 
aye;  those  opposed,  no.     Motion  carried. 

Motion  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  Sackett :  I  will  say,  gentlemen,  that  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  me  to  be  in  Washington  not  later  than  Monday  morning. 
Xnw.  if  you  will  excuse  me  at  this  time  I  will  come  back  here 
any  time  you  want  me  to  after  the  4th  of  March,  but  it  is  impera- 
tive that  I  be  in  Washington  not  later  than  Monday  morning. 

The  Chairman:  Well,  of  course,  there  is  a  great  mass  of  these 
documents  here  and  it  is  pretty  hard  to  go  through  with  it  just 
so  we  know  we  are  through  it. 

Senator  Morris:  You  say  it  is  imperative  that  you  be  there? 

Mr.  Sackett:  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Morris:  What  is  the  reason? 

Mr.  Sackett:  Why,  the  work  in  my  office  is  piling  up  because 
of  the  fact  that  it  is  the  end  of  the  session,  end  of  the  presidential 
term,  end  of  the  Congress,,  and  under  ordinary  circumstances  it 
keeps  two  men  up  night  ami  day  for  the  last  three  or  four  days  of 
the  session  to  keep  it  going,  and  there  is  only  one  man  there  to 
do  it. 

Adjourned  until  two  p.  m.  February  2j.  1909. 
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Two  O'Clock  P.  M.,  February  27,  1000. 

I  [earing  resumed. 

All  members  of  the  committee  presenl  except  Senator  Bust- 
ing and  Assemblyman  Whitman. 

Examination  of  Rodtn-y  Sackett  resumed. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Q.  Was  there  some  explanation  of  the  Frank  Smith  checks 
thai  you  said  you  wanted  to  make.' 

A.  I  wanted  to  say  that  I  testified  that  1  had  no  recollection. 
I  have  no  recollection,  but' I  did  talk  to  Mr.  Smith  in  order  that 
he  might  refresh  my  memory,  if  there  was  anything  of  that 
kind.  We  were  talking  about  his  name  there,  and  he  said  that 
his  name  was  "Frank  Smith." 

Q.  That  is  the  assemblyman  from  Dane  county? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  You  asked  if  Frank  J.  Smith  was  his  name; 
asked  one  of  the  members  of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman:  I.  think  both  cheeks  are  issued  simply  to 
"Frank  Smith;"  but  I  find  the  endorsement  on  one  of  them, 
with  rubber  stamp,  to  be  Frank  J.  Smith:  and  I  haven't  found 
the  other — they  are  not  in  the  order  of  their  number,  so  prob- 
ably it  is  not  the  Smith.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it.  I 
simply  spoke  of  it,  thinking  perhaps  you  would  know  who 
Prank  J.  Smith  was. 

A.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman  :  1  will  say  that  I  have  looked  for  that  "Will- 
iam Perry"  check,  that  has  been  referred  to  in  the  testimony, 
and  I  find  that  it  was  '•William  AY.  Perry,"  and  not  "William 
M.  Perry"  who  was  a  candidate  for  the  assembly.  It  is  en- 
dorsed by  "William  W.  Perry-,  Milwaukee,"  whom  I  know,  and 
whose  signature  I  know:  so  it  was  not  a  candidate  for  the  as- 
sembly. 

Mr.  Hyzer:    He  is  a  Lawyer  in  .Milwaukee.' 

The  Chairman:  No.  1  want  to  ask  Mr.  Sackett  one  general 
question: 
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Q.  In  making  up  this  account  which  was  filed  last,  which  I 
think  is  Exhibit  40.  I  think  you  have  already  said  that  you 
went  through  all  these  stubs  in  these  cashier's  check  books — I 
don't  think  they  have  been  marked  as  exhibits  yet,  but  I  think 
they  should  lie — from  June  25th  to  November  21st.  and  exam- 
ined each  one  of  them,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether 
or  not  there  were  any  items  represented. by  those  checks,  those 
cashier's  checks,  which  were  in  any  way  connected  with  the 
Stephenson  campaign  .' 

A.  I  didn't  go  back  to  the  beginning  of  the  book  there  which. 
I.  believe,  you  say  was  June  25th.  because  I  knew  that  we  hadn't 
issued  any  as  early  as  that:  but  I  commenced  at  the  earliest 
date,  I  think  about  the  first  of  July,  and  wont  through  the 
books. 

Q.  Went  through  the  balance  of  them? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Up  to  and  including  the  date,' November  2ls1  .' 

A.  No,  up  to  the  end  of  the  campaign;  and  then  about  the 
dates  on  which  the  "6th  of  October"  lot  of  checks  were  issued; 
went  through  for  them.  I  didn't  go  through  everything  up  to 
any  time  in  November  next,  because  I  did  not  issue  any  as  late 
as  that. 

Q.  Between  what  two  dates,  in  connection  with  these  stub 
books,  are  you  able  to  testify  upon  the  question  of  whether  or 
not  there  were  any  other  of  these  checks  issued  for  campaign 
purposes  than  those  which  you  produced  here? 

A.  From  the  first  of  July,  about,  until  the  1st  of  September. 
about — the  5th  of  September.  I  think  that  I  examined  every 
stub,  and  selected  every  check  that  I  thought  belonged  to  the 
campaign. 

Q.  Or  had  anything  to  do  with  it  in  any  way? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Directly  or  indirectly  ] 

A.   Yes.  sir:  that  I  had  any  idea  could  possibly  belong  to  it. 

<^>.  You  didn't  find  any  other  checks  issued  to  any  person  be- 
tween those  two  dates  you  have  mentioned  who  had  anything 
to  do  with  the  campaign? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of,  no,  sir. 

Q.  Of  course,  in  selecting  these  you  understood  that  there 
were  others,  aside  from  yourself,  who  had.  like  Mr.  Edmonds, 
made   arrangements   with    different   parties,   and    so    in   select- 
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ing  these  checks  that  you  brought  here,  or  thai  Mr.  Puelicher 
broughl  here,  yen  included  not  only  those  thai  you  had  bar- 
gained \\  ith.  but  also  all  the  checks  running  to  parties  who  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  campaign  between  those  two  dates.' 

A.  The  checks  were  selected  without  regard  to  who  made  tie' 
bargain  with  the  person;  but  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and 
belief  all  those  which  pertained,  to  the  campaign. 

Q.  All  those  that  pertained  to  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

<t>.  When  you  close;!  up  the  office,  a  Eew  days  after  the  pri- 
mary, you  <lidii"t  understand  then  that  all  of  the  bills  had  been 
paid,  did  you.'  You  understand  that  there  were  still  outstand- 
ing bills  at  that  time,  did  you? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  you  spoke  of  some  time  in  October,  when  some  other 
checks  were  drawn  to  take  care  of  outstanding  accounts  con- 
ne-ted  with  this  campaign.  Was  that  all  on  one  date  in  Octo- 
ber .' 

A.  1  wouldn't  say  positively.  I  dated  the  items  all  on  one 
dale.     That  date  may  be  wrong  in  some  cases. 

(^.  What  date  was  that  you  fixed,  if  you  remember? 

A.  October  Kith,  as  1  remember;  but  this  (indicating  Ex- 
hibit 49),  will  show  exactly. 

(After  examining  Exhibit  49)  : 

A.    I  continued  )   ( October  Kith. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  general  cleaning  up  of  accounts  about  Oc- 
tober 16th? 

A.   Yes.  I  calculated  that  by  that  time  I  had  paid  everything. 

(v).  Meanwhile,  where  had  the  accounts,  papers  and  letters, 
etc.  stayed  ;  there  in  the  office,  at  your  headquarters  .' 

A.  The  letters  ami  bills  pertaining  to  these  accounts  on  page 
923  were  in  my  possession  at  Berlin. 

Q.  When  you  closed  up  the  office,  soon  after  the  primary,  you 
took  them  to  Berlin  with  you? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  where  were  you  when  you  had  that  general  cleaning 
up.  in  ( ictober.  of  outstanding  accounts  .' 

A.  If  I  remember  correctly,  I  wrote  the  letters,  enclosing 
the  checks,  from  Berlin.  1  sent  receipts  to  Air.  Puelicher  from 
there,  and  he  sent  me  cashier's  checks,  and  1.  mailed  them  from 
Berlin,  if  I  remember  correctly. 
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The  Chairman :  I  think  that  is  all  I  care  to  ask  Mr.  Sackett 
at  this  time.  Of  course,  these  cheeks  that  came  by  expre.ss  to- 
day we  have  not  had  time  to  examine. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Have  we  any  idea,  in  these  big  bundles  of 
checks,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  numbers  or  names  that  we  want? 
If  we  have,  now  would  be  the  best  opportunity  In  call  his  at- 
tention directly  to  them.  Have  you  in  mind  any  particular 
name  or  number,  or  can  you  tell  from  the  list  there? 

Mr.  Bray  :  If  Ave  could  make  out  a  list  of  the  names  and  num- 
bers we  want,  then  we  could  each  take  one  of  these  bundles 
and  go  through  it. 

Mr.  Ingalls:    Can  he  tell  from  the  original  exhibits  in  here? 

The  Chairman:  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  1  want  to  examine 
every  one  of  those  vouchers,  because  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  it.  I  do  not  know  what  ones  we  want.  We  can  tell  bet- 
ter when  we  see  the  endorsements.  Of  course,  they  have  just 
come,  and  I  haven*!  had  any  opportunity,  and  no  member  of 
the  committee  has  had  an  opportunity,  to  examine  them.  There 
may  not  be  one  that  I  want  to  inquire  about,  and  there  may  be 
a  dozen  or  more:  so  I  cannot  examine  Mr.  Sackett  in  reference 
to  any  of  these  now.     I  may  not  want  to  at  all. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  We  might  wait  until  we  see  about  the 
Frank  Smith  cheek. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Arc  we  to  understand  that  that  is  all  we  want 
to  examine  him  about,  is  these  checks  .' 

The  Chairman  :  That  is  all  I  think  of  now  that  I  want  to  ex- 
amine him  about. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls : 

Q.  Referring  to  the  bills  there  that  Mr.  Hyzer's  name  is  on, 
and  Mr.  Usher's:    What  is  Usher's  business? 

A.  Why,  I  believe  he  conducts  what  he  calls  a  "Publicity 
Bureau. ' ' 

Q.  What  is  the  plan  of  his  doing  his  work?  For  instance. 
how  did  he  do  this  work  for  the  Stephenson  campaign? 

A.  If  I  understand  you  correctly :  What  work  did  he  do,  do 
you  mean? 

Q.  How  did  he  do  this  work  with  these  local  newspapers  all 
over  the  state? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  tell  you  positively  how  Mr.  Usher 
did  his  work,  as   I   ;un  not  familiar  with  his  business;  but  my 
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understanding  of  whal  tie  did  dor  the  campaign,  if  thai  is  what 
y on  want — ■ 

(v).  (interrupting)  No.  Did  you  deal  directly  with  all  these 
newspapers  thai   are  in  this  Koch  lisl  .' 

A.  1  did  not. 

Q.  Who  did? 

A.  The  Koch  agency,   I   presume. 

Q.  You  simply  employed  thai  man  to  get  certain  advertise- 
ments, or  certain  material,  into  these  country  papers;  is  that  it? 

A.  That  is  my  understanding  of  it,  yes.  sir. 

<v>.   And    that    was   his    business,    was    it  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  operate  for  others  in  the  same  way.  do  you  know? 

A.  1   presume  he  did. 

Q.  Why  is  he  in  a  position  to  do  work  of  that  kind?  Do  you 
know  that? 

A.  I  havt  known  him  to  be  a  newspaper  man  for  a  great 
many  years.  I  presume  he  is  familiar  with  newspaper  work  of 
all  kinds. 

Q.  Did  yon  understand  he  had  relations  with  all  these  papers, 
whereby  he  could  get  better  deals  with  thorn  than  you  could 
d  i  rect ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  is  that  the  idea  in  employing  him? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  he  did  gel  better  deals  with  all 
these  papers  than  you  could  direct  .' 

A.  I  was  so  informed. 

Q.  You  think  he  had  some  arrangement  with  them? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  An  arrangement  of  long  standing,  or  a  special  arrange- 
ment in  your  case? 

A.  A    general   arrangement   of  his  own. 

Q.  And  lie  used  it  in  other  ways,  for  other  business,  along 
the  same  line? 

A.  He  used  it  generally  for  other  business,  as  I  understand 
it, 

Q.  And  he  has  got  an  office  there  in  Milwaukee,  has  he? 

A.  Mr.  Usher?     Yes. 

Q.  Where? 

A.  In  the  Wells  Building. 
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ii 
Q.  You  say  he  is  an  aid  newspaper  man? 

A.  J   believe  so. 

Q.  Now,  there  is  one  ol  those  Mils  there  that  I  call  your  at- 
tention  to  particularly,  to  sec  if  you  know  anything  about  it. 
I  call  you  attention  to  "Exhibit  6t)."  At  the  bottom  of  the 
second  page  of  this  exhibit — the  exhibit  appears  to  be  a  bundle 
of  five  or  six  sheets — appears  this  Language  in  addition  to  what 
is  above:  "Also  received  retainer'  of  $100;"  and  in  the  left 
hand  corner  of  that  is  "O.  K.  E.  M.  II."  Do  you  know  any- 
thing' about   that   $100? 

A.  I  have  no  special  recollection  of  any  of  those  notes  on 
the  bottom  of  that  bill. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  Hyzer  that  $100.'  Do  you  know  whether 
yon  done  that   or  not  .' 

A.  I  don't  think  1  did.  I  don't  remember  of  paying'  Mr. 
Hyzer  anything  at  any  time'. 

Q.  Well,  what  was  your  answer  to  that  question  .' 

A.  I  have  no  remembrance  of  paying  Mr.  Hyzer  any  money 
at   any  time. 

Q.   Did  yon  ever  have  any  deal   with  him  of  that  kind.' 

A.   None  that  1  know  of. 

il  Well,  the  word  "retainer"  in  there,  and  "E.  M.  H."  are 
Hyzer 's  initials.      Now,  that  looks  like  a  lawyer's  bill,  don't  it? 

A.  The  word  "retainer"  would  suggest  a  lawyer's  bill  to  me. 

Q.  Now.  do  yon  recall  that  yon  paid  him  $100  as  a  retainer 
for  anything .' 

A.   I  absolutely  did  not. 

Q.   Do  yon  know  how  that  comes  in  there  .' 

A.   Xo.  sir.   I   don't  remember  it  at  all. 

Q.   Do  yon  remember  whose  handwriting  that  it? 

A.   I   do  not. 

Q.  You  haven't  any- knowledge  on  the  subjed  .' 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.   Who  would  know  about  thai  .' 

A.    I   don 't  know. 

Q.   Would  Usher  know  about  it  .' 

A.  I   should   think   so. 

The  Chairman:     Isn't  that  Usher's  writing.' 

Mr.    In  gal  is:     I  don't  know. 

Witness:  I  wouldn't  say  positively.  Mr.  Usher's  signature 
looks  like  a  little  better  penmanship  than  that.     It  may  be. 
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By  the  ( Ihairman  : 

Q.  Hid  Fred  W.  Hartung  have  anything  to  do  with  the  cam- 
paign, the  former  member  of  the  assembly? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  You  know  him,  do  you.  in  Milwaukee? 

A.   I   do  not. 

The  Chairman:     Anyone  else  wish  to  ns!<  any  questions? 

Mr.   Engalls:     Is  that  all   from   Mr.  Saekett? 

The  Chairman:     I  will  ask  one  more  question. 

Q.  Was  there  anyone  connected  with  the  campaign  there  in 
Milwaukee,  or  elsewhere  in  the  state,  by  the  name  of  J.  AY. 
Skinner  .' 

A.   I  don't  remember  any  such  name. 

The   Chairman:     That   is  ad   T   have. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Tom  Reynolds  spoke  to  me.  and  said  lie  wanted 
to  make  a  correction  in  some  statement,  or  wanted  to  testify 
further  in  reference  to  that  matter  up  there.  If  you  are 
through  with  Mr.  Saekett.  I  suggest  that  we  should  give  him  an 
opportunity,  if  he  wants  it. 

The  Chairman:  Now,  Mr.  Saekett.  tin  understanding  is  that 
you  are  not  to  he  on  the  stand  again  to-day;  thai  at  any  time 
you  are  notified  after  the  4th  of  March  you  will  return  here? 

Mr.   Saekett:      Yes. 

The  Chairman:  In  the  meanwhile  you  will  have  these  docu- 
ments here  in  charge  of  the  clerk,  or  I  he  committee,  to  be  turned 
Over  to  you   at  the   close  .' 

Mr.    Saekett:     All 'right. 


Thomas  Reynolds,  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr.   Ingalls: 

Q.  You  spoke  to  me  today  about  desiring  to  make  a  correc- 
tion about  something,  or  having  refreshed  your  recollection 
about  some  matters  that   you   testified  to  the  other  day? 

A.   Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Now,  you  have  permission  to  make  any  correction  or  state- 
ment that  you  desire  .' 

A.  Well,  yesterday  afternoon  I  had  a  conference  with  my 
son,  and  my  mind  was  refreshed,  so  that  I  found  out  that  Mr. 
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Stephenson  sent  me  the  hundred — he  gave  me  $80  and  then 
sent  me  a  hundred  in  cash,  just  as  he  said  himself.  I  told  him 
that  I  thought  at  the  time  that  he  didn't:  but  he  did.  I  guess 
I  gol  his  mixed  up  with  Kuestermann's  affair.  I  was  attending 
to  Kuestermann's  at  the  same  time  I  was  to  Stephenson's,  the 
I 'est    I  could. 

Q.  How  was  this  sent  to  you  .' 

A.  By  registered  letter. 

Q.  Were  you  home  when   the  letter   came? 

A.  Nil  I  was  nut. 

Q.  Who  got  it? 

A.  My  wife  got  it. 

(,_>.  And  you  now  remember  thai  In  did  give  yon  this  addi- 
tional  $100? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  In  currency,  in  thai    way  .' 

A.  Yes.  sir,  jnsl    as  lie  said. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  1  think  the  senator  was  indefinite,  whether  he 
senl   ii  by  easli  or  check. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  it  was  you  gol  thai  $100? 

A.  No.   1   can'1   r<  member  the  dale. 

Q.  How  long  before  or  after  the  primary — or  was  i1  before 
the  primary? 

A.  Tt   was  before   tin1   primary. 

Q.  It  was? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Or  was  not — which  .' 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  You  don't  know  how  long? 

A.  Oh,  not  before  the  primary;  it  was  during  the  primary. 

Q.  Well,  was  it  before  the  primary  election,  or  after  the  pri- 
mary election  ? 

A.  It  was  before  the  primary  election . 

Q.  The  primary  election  w-as  September  2nd? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  yon  say  yon  got  this  before  that? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  it  was  before  that. 

Q.  And  the  additional  $too  in  the  way  of  a  check,  which  came 
during  the  campaign — 

A.   (interrupting)     Yes.  sir. 
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O.  (continued)  — was  another  matter  aside  from  the  primary 
entirely,  was  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.     How  it  that? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (  )f  course,  you  spoke  of  that  the  other  daw 

A.  I  made  a  misstatement  on  that,  too.  I  said  it  was  in  Sep- 
tember, but  it  was  in  October  I  received  it. 

O.  Is  there  anything  else  you  want  to  say  about  it  ? 

A.  No,  nothing  else. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

O.   Is  there  a  bank  in  the  town  in  which  you  live? 

A.  Yes,  sir — Not  where  I  live.  There  is  a  bank  in  Sturgeon 
1  lay. 

Q.  How  far  is  that  from  you? 

A.   Sixteen  miles. 

O.  The  post  office,  is  that  a  money  order  office? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  You  have  an  express  office  there,  too? 

A.   In  Sturgeon  Bay. 

Q.  Not  in  the  town  you  live? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Your  town  is  Jacksonport  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

0.  No  express  office  in  the  town  in  which  you  live? 

O.  When  was  the  agreement  made  by  which  you  were  to  re- 
ceive this  second  $100?  ? 

A.  There  never  was  any  agreement. 

O.  When  did  you  first  know  that  you  were  to  receive  this 
second  $100? 

A.  I  never  knew  it  until  I  received  it. 

O.  How  is  that? 

A.   I  didn't  know  it  until  I  received  it. 

O.  Wasn't  any  talk  during  the  primary  about  your  receiving 
this  second  $100? 

A.  Xo,  sir,  never  a  word  between  us  about  my  receiving  any 
thing.     He  sent  it  to  me. 

O.  And  that  didn't  come  to  you  for  anything  you  did  during 
the  primary? 

A.  Yes.    Yes. 
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Q.  I  am  speaking  about  the  second  $100  payment.     There  were 
two  hundred  dollar  payments. 

A.  Oh,  no.     The  second,  of  course,  didn't  come  for  anything 
in  the  primary ;  no. 

Q.   The  second  didn't   what  ': 

A.   The  $100  check  are  yen  speaking  of? 

(J.   Yes. 

A.    No;  thai  came  in  (  >ctober. 

Q.  I  say,  it  was  not  For  anything  you  did  during  the  primary, 
was  it  ? 

A.   Well.   I   don't  know  how  he — what  he  intended  it   for. 

Q.   Was  there  a  letter  came  with  it  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   And  what  k\a\  the  letter  say  about  it?     Have  you  the  lettei  ? 

A.   No,  1  have  not.      I  received  it — it  was  sent  to  me  away  ''nun 
home,  and  I  don't  think  1  kept  the  letter. 

Q.  You  haven't   any  idea  what  you   received  the  second 
for;  that  is,  the  $ioo  check? 

A.  Well,  I  thought  it  was  in  appreciation  of  good  work  1  did 
for  him. 

0.  During  the  primary? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  really  received  $280? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.   From   Stephenson? 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

Q.  (  >r   from  his  managers,   for  the  good  work  you  did  during 
the  primary  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir '.     T  thought  perhaps  somebody  told  him  that  1  had 
broken  my  buggy.     1  don't  know  what  he  sent  it  for. 

O.  The  second  hundred: 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.   Did  you  a>k  him   for  the  second  $too? 

A.   1  never  asked  him  for  a  cent  at  all. 

Q.  And  that  came  from  Edmonds? 

A.   Yes,  sir;  he  told  me  that  he  had  Edmonds  send  it  to  me. 

O.   Senator  Stephenson  told  you? 

A.  YAs.  sir. 

Q.   When  did  he  tell  you? 

A.  He  told  me  in  Marinette  when  I  went  over,  before  he  went 
to  Washington. 
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Q.  Did  he  tell  you  what  he  sent  it  to  yon  for? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  (  )r  had  it  ?ent  to  you  for,  rather? 

A.  (  ),  1  guess  he  understood  it  very  well  that  I  did  good  work- 
tor  him. 

Q.  Did  you  break  your  buggy  while  you  were  working  in  your 
own  behalf,  or  in  behalf  of  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  1  don't  know.  I  was  working  in  my  own  'behalf,  and  in 
behalf  of  Congressman  Kuestermann  and  in  behalf  of  Senator 
Stephenson. 

0.   And  the  combination  broke  the  buggy? 

A.  1  sometimes  had  five  or  six  in  it,  going  over  had  roads;  and 
I  was  surprised  it  kept  good  so  long. 

(J.    Nothing  further  was  -aid.  or  paid  to  you  than  this  $280? 

A.    Xo,  sir. 

Q.    By  either  Senator  Stephenson,  or  anyone  for  him." 

A.   Xo. 

0.   Either  before  or  after  the  primary? 

A.    Xo.  sir. 

The  Chairman  :     That  is  ah — 

O.  I  think  you  were  unable  to  hx  the  date  when  you  got  that 
$100  check  ? 

A.    .X  ,   I   am  not  able  to  fix  it. 

By  Air.  ITambrecht  : 

Q.    Do  you  know  whether  before  or  after  the  primary  election? 

A.    1   know  it  was  after. 

Q.    Was  it  before  the  general  election? 

A.  Yes.  it  was  before  the  general  election.  I  know  I  didn't 
get  it  cashed  until  after  the  election. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     I  move  we  adjourn. 

Mr.  Chappie:     1  second  the  motion. 

The  Chairman  :     We  have  sent  out  to  have  Mr.  Stone  come  up. 

Mr.  Chappie:  I  move  that  when  we  adjourn,  we  adjourn  until 
Monday  at  two  o'clock. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  second  the  motion. 

The  Chairman:  It  is  moved  and  seconded  that  when  we  ad- 
journ, we  adjourn  until  two*  o'clock  Monday.  Those  in  favor  of 
that  you  say  aye;  those  opposed,  no.      It  is  unanimous.  1  believe. 

Mr.  Chappie  :    T  move  we  adjourn. 
.V.i 
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Senator  Morris :     I  second  the  motion. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Before  we  adjourn,  if  that  Frank  Smith 
check  isn't  there,  probably  it  was  cashed  subsequent  to  (  )ctober, 
and  we  better  have  the  November  checks  sent  here. 

The  Chairman:  If  there  is  no  objection  we  will  consider  there 
is  a  unanimous  vote  for  adjournment  until  Monday  at  two  o'clock; 

Adjourned  until  Monday,  .March  1,  1909,  at  two  o'clock  p.  m. 


.Madison,  Wis..  March  1,  1909,  2  O'clock  P.  M. 

I  tearing  resumed. 

All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

By  Mr.  Bray:  My  attention  has  been  called  to  several  articles 
in  newspapers  which  appear,  beginning  last  Friday,  and  T  think 
Saturday  and  Sunday,  giving  the  names  of  a  number  of  members 
of  the  clergy,  priests,  to  the  number  of  fifteen  or  more,  who  were 
reported  to  have  received  money  from  Isaac  Stephenson  during 
the  campaign,  or  for  campaign  purposes;  at  least,  the  inference 
was  that  perhaps  they  have  been  corrupted  by  bis  tainted  money. 
I  have  one  here,  as  a  sample.  The  beading  of  this  article  is: 
"Uncle  Isaac's  managers  paid  money  to  a  large  number  of  Clergy- 
men." Now,  in  reading  the  body  of  the  article  we  find  that  it  is 
not  exactly  stated,  but  the  names  of  the  clergymen  are  there,  and 
I  think  that  we  ought  to  correct  this  matter  and  to  set  ourselves 
right.  At  the  time  that  these  names  came  out,  or  before  that  time, 
before  the  names  were  read  from  the  checks,  I  objected  to  their 
being  read,  and  I  think  that  other  members  of  this  committee  from 
the  assembly  side  objected,  but  the  objection,  at  least,  was  not  sus- 
tained, or  overruled,  any  three  members  having  the  privilege  of 
calling  for  any  evidence.  I  want  to  go  on  record  as  saying  that  if 
that  proceeding  is  to  be  kept  up,  if  we  are  to  bring  in  the  names  of 
responsible  and  representative  citizens  in  this  state,  without  know- 
ing whether  or  not  they  have  any  connection  with  this  campaign. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [NVESTIGATION.      931 

bringing  them  in  in  connection  with  this  campaign  in  a  way  to  casi 
reflection  upon  them,  and  in  a  way  al  least  that  is  very  injurious  to 
them,  J  want  to  say  that  I  am  not  going  to  be  a  party  to  any  such 
proceeding,  and  I  do  not  think  any  member  of  this  committee 
from  the  assembly  is  willing  to  be  a  party  to  it;  and  1  am  going 
to  object,  and  put  every  obstruction  I  can  in  these  proceedings, 
even  if  I  have  to  go  to  the  extent  of  blocking  or  interfering 
with  the  proceedings  of  this  committee.  On  these  committee 
hearings  I  have  tried  to  do  the  fair  tiling,  and  make  the  investi- 
gation full  and  complete;  hut  if  in  order  to  do  that  we.  have  gol 
to  hurt  the  reputation,  character  and  integrity  of  a  large  number 
of  the  best  citizens  of  this  state  by  calling  their  names  from  the 
witness  stand,  I  won't  be  a  party  to  it.  There  is  another  way 
to  attend  to  that.  We  could  have  executive  sessions,  and  find 
out  about  that,  before  bringing  them  up  here.  I  want  to  make 
that  statement  before  making  a  motion  to  the  effect  that  the  sec- 
retary  of  this  committee  he  instructed  to  write  a  letter  to  the 
Press,  a  public  letter,  to  be  published  in  the  press,  exonerating 
these  clergymen  from  any  connection  with  the  Stephenson  cam- 
paign so  far  as  we  know,  and  trying  to  clear  that  matter  up  the 
best  we  can.  1  think  we  really  owe  it  to  the  public,  and  to  the 
men  who  have  been  mentioned.  There  are  fifteen  on  this  list 
1  think,  very  largely,  the  unfortunate  result  has  come  through 
the  fault  of  the  newspapers,  and  they  are  more  to  blame  than  we 
are;  but  as  we  are  partially  to  blame  we  ought  to  do  our  share. 
I  move  that  the  secretary  do  as  I  state. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  T  want  to  endorse  every  word  that  Air.  Bray 
has  said,  and  add  another  reason.  These  stub  checks  were 
brought  here  practically  voluntarily — sent  here  practically  vol- 
untarily— by  this  bank.  It  is  a  bank  which  for  fifty  years  has 
enjoyed  one  of  the  highest  reputations  as  a  bank,  for  integrity 
and  honesty,  of  any  in  this  country  ;  considered  one  of  the  oldest 
and  safest  and  soundest  institutions,  at  least,  in  \\ "isconsin.  They 
very  frankly  and  fully  sent  here  all  their  stub  checks,  covering 
their  entire  business,  over  all  this  period.  They  were  sent  here 
primarily  in  order  that  the  checks  which  have  been  numbered  in 
detail  here,  and  given  by  the  bank  and  its  officers,  might  be  com- 
pared, so  that  there  might  not  be  anything  which  appeared  on 
the  stubs  which  might  not  correspond  with  the  checks.  Xow, 
when  they  have  done  that,  and  disclosed  their  private  business, 
unlimited,   to  this   committee,   it  does   seem   to  me.   without  anv 
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foundation  except  the  mere  fact  of  the  existence  of  a  name  in 
those  stub  checks,  that  they  ought  not  to  he  poured  out  into  the 
newspapers  and  the  records,  and  handed  to  the  public.  They 
have  no  defense  to  that.  Any  man's  name  that  appears  in  the 
mass  of  stub  checks  can  be  reflected  upon  by  that  sort  of  con- 
duct; and  I  for  one.  as  Mr:  Bray  says,  will  strenuously  object  to 
any  such  move  as  that;  because,  whatever  is  said  upon  that  stand 
is  taken  and  used  by  the  press,  and  published  the  next  minute; 
and  unless  there  is  reason  to  believe,  or  foundation  for  it.  we 
ought  not,  as  lawyers,  to  tolerate  it  a  minute. 

Air.  Hambrecht:  I  would  like  to  add  to  Mr.  l>ray's  motion, 
it  he  will  consent,  this  addition,  and  then  I  will  second  the  mo- 
tion. I  would  like  to  add  to  that  nmtion  that  all  evidence  re- 
ceived with  reference  to  checks  numbered  33,566  to  33,575  as 
found  on  page  1346  of  the  printed  proceedings  of  this  commit- 
tee, and  referring  particularly  to  "Rev.  15.  Abbert.  Rev.  E.  C. 
Barkow,  Rev.  E.  A.  Behrens,  Rev.  O.  C.  Bierman,  Rev.  R.  H. 
Bunge,  Rev.  C  C.  Gerlach,  Rev.  P.  Ktimpf,  Rev.  ( i.  A.  Schmidt. 
Rev.  J.  Walff,  Rev.  II.  Freytag  and  Rev.  George  J.  Fritschel" 
and  all  reference  to  those  names,  be  stricken  from  the  record. 
for  the  reason  that  there  is  no  evidence  to  couple  them  in  any 
way  with  the  expenditure  of  money  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Stephen- 
son. If  Mr.  Bray  will  accept  that  as  part  of  his  motion,  f  will 
second  it. 

Mr.  Bray:  It  seems  to  me  that  is  including"  an  entirely  differ- 
ent subject. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  think  they  ought  to  be  taken  off  the 
record. 

The  Chairman:  The  motion  is  before  the  committee  for  dis- 
cussion. 

.Mr.  Bray:  (to  Mr.  Hambrecht)  I  would  rather  have  you 
make  that  as  a  separate  motion. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  will  second  the  motion  as  Mr.  Bray  has 
made  it,  with  the  privilege  of  repeating  this  motion  after  the 
other  is  put. 

Senator  1  lusting:  As  far  as  the  bank  is  concerned.  1  think 
the  bank  is  wholly  to  blame  for  this  condition  of  affairs.  These 
checks  that  they  have  given  out  are  one  like  another.  Some  of" 
them  are  for  campaign  purposes,  and  others  possibly  for  other 
purposes.  They  are  intermingled  and  it  is  impossible  to  ascer- 
tain from  their  face  for  what  purpose  they  are  issued.      And  so 
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I  say  it  is  no  fault  of  the  committee,  or  any  members 'thereof , 
that  they  should  be  unable  to  determine,  from  the  looks  of  the 
stubs,  for  what  purpose  they  were  issued.  I  agree  with  the  gen- 
tleman that  perhaps  it  is  unfortunate  for  some  of  the  persons 
named  in  these  checks,  that  their  names  should  be  coupled  with 
this  investigation,  when  they  may  be  entirely  innocent  and  1 
think  the  same  object  would  be  attained  if  the  questions  were 
put  in  such  a  way,  by  showing  the  witness,  for  instance,  the  stub, 
and  asking  him  whether  the  person  therein  named  received  the 
money,  without  making  the  names  public.  In  that  way  a  thor- 
ough cross  examination  could  be  had  without  involving  anyone's 
name  in  the  controversy,  and  the  names  not  he  divulged,  or  di- 
vulged when  it  should  appear  later  that  they  may  have  received 
it  for  that  purpose.     That  is  a  suggestion  that  I  would  make. 

Mr.  Bray:  Now  are  you  going  to  prevent  the  reporters  get- 
ting them  if  they  desire  to  do  so?  All  the  numbers  appear  in 
the  minutes  connected  with  those  names. 

Senator  Husting:     The  numbers  are  not   in  evidence. 

Mr.  Bray:  If  we  can  limit  that,  as  to  what  they  have  a  right 
to  publish.    I    think  it   would  be  well. 

Senator  Husting':  Possibly  that  would  have  been  the  better 
practice.  I  am  not  saying  that.  In  this  particular  matter, 
where  so  many  cheeks  are  intermingled,  and  such  a  great  pro- 
portion of  them  have  been  checked  out  of  that  hook  for  cam- 
paign purposes,  it  is  not  surprising — 

Mr.  Ingalls:  (interrupting)  My  point  is  this:  That  the  pur- 
pose of  the  stub  hook's  was  to  identify  the  cheeks  that  were  al- 
ready produced,  and  to  see  if  the  stubs  were  at  variance  with 
the  checks.  When  they  produced  those  stub  hooks  for  that 
purpose  T  don't  think'  we  have  any  right  to  even  examine  those 
cheeks  for  any  other  purpose. 

Senator  Husting:  I  didn't  understand  that  was  the  object. 
.Mi-.  Sackett,  and  the  other  witnesses  on  the  stand,  said  they 
could  not  sweai'that  they  had  put  into  their  report  all  of  the 
checks  that  were  issued  for  that  purpose.  How  are  we  going 
to  find  out  .' 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  think  they  did.  Mr.  Puelicher  himself,  the 
hanker  who  handled  it.  and  who  had  had  charge  of  it.  and  who 
nobody  will  assume,  as  a  banker,  but  what  lie  is  a  man  of  the 
highest  order  of  integrity,  produced  those  checks  and  he  said 
there  were  no  others. 
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Senator  Husting:     No,  he  did  not. 

The  Chairman  :    He  didn  't  pretend  to  know. 

Mr.  In  galls :    Oh,  yes,  he  numbered  them. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Mr.  Sackett's  testimony  was  that  if  they 
were  for  Stephenson  campaign  purposes  he  didn't  know  it. 

Senator  Husting:  Mr.  Saekett  testified  that  he  was  testify- 
ing entirely  from  memory  ;  he  had  gone  through  these  books, 
and  that  he  didn't  know  whether  they  were  for  that  purpose  or 
not. 

Mr.  Ingalls:    I  won't  undertake  to  say  what  Saekett  did  say. 

Mr.  Bray:  'to  Senator  Husting)  Von  don't  object  to  the  mo- 
tion, that  the  secretary  write  a  letter?     Yon  haven't  yet. 

Senator  Husting:     l  haven't  yet,  no. 

.Mr.  Ilvzer:  I  think  it  is  due  from  us.  in  connection  with  this 
discussion,  to  say  that  when  we  returned  to  Milwaukee  Satur- 
day evening  we  endeavored  to  find  out  what  the  fact  of  the  mat- 
ter was  about  these  cheeks  under  consideration,  because  it  was 
charged,  at  least  in  the  newspapers,  that  they  were  paid  out  as 
part  of  the  campaign  1und  and  not  included  in  the  statement. 
Now,  we  are  informed,  by  interested  persons,  that  none  of  this 
Liioiiex  represented  by  these  cashier's  checks  had  anything 
whatever  to  do  with  the  campaign.  Father  Ryan,  for  instance, 
stated  that  he  purchased  his  cashier's  checks  from  his  own  sav- 
ings account  in  the  bank.  There  also  happened  to  be  a  fund  at 
the  bank  at  that  time,  a  ministerial  or  church  fund  of  some 
kind,  and  the  party  who  bad  it  in  charge  distributed  it  by 
means  of  these  cashier's  checks.  Now.  all  of  that — I  state  that 
simply  as  a  lawyer  would  state  it  in  court — was  simply  "prior 
to  proof."  All  of  that  this  committee  can  establish  by  calling 
tin1  persons  named.  I  think  it  is  proper,  in  view  of  this  discus- 
sion, for  us  to  state  that  we  are  so  informed  by  these  parties. 
I  think  Mr.  Black  has  had  some  personal  conversation  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  W.  E.  Black:  I  ascertained  that  the  Rev.  George  Weng 
of  Oshkosh  was  the  man  who  went  to  the  bank  and  bought  these 
cashier's  checks,  on  August  14th.  and  bought  them  for  the  pur- 
pose of  distributing  a  "Home  Mission''  fund  amongst  the  men. 
Rev.  J.  J.  Ryan's  cashier's  check  was  bought  with  a  fund  of 
his  own  in  the  bank;  and  the  same  is  true  of  the  Rev.  Henry 
Dries. 
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Senator  Morris-.  Are  they  willing  to  appear  before  this  com- 
mittee and  testify  to  thai   fad  .' 

Mr.  Black  :    I  ran  't  say. 

Senator  Morris:  I  am  asking  you  whether  you  know  whether 
they  arc  willing  to  appear  and  testify. 

Mr.  Black:  I  don't  know  whether  they  are  willing  to  tes- 
tify, but  this  committee  can  ascertain  the  fact,  by  subpoenaing 
the  Rev.  George  Weng  of  Oshkosh  and  Rev.  J.  J.  Ryan. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  will  ask  yon.  Senator,  if  yon  are  in  favor  of 
putting  these  men  to  the  indignity  of  appearing  before  this 
committee  and  explaining  about  that  money  .' 

Senator  Morris:  Now.  yon  have  asked  me  the  question  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  answer.  My  position  in  this  matter  is 
simply  this:  1  certainly  would  he  the  Las1  person  onvarth  to  in 
any  way  blacken  a  man's  reputation  or  good  name. 

Mr.  Bray:  'interrupting!  Yon  three  gentlemen  arc  responsi- 
ble for  bringing  those  names  in.  aren't  you  .' 

Senator  Morris:  Speaking-  for  myself,  I  didn't  ask  those 
questions — if  that  is  your  inquiry;  and  T  believe  I  made  the  mo- 
tion, or  was  one  of  those  who  moved  to  strike  out  the  names  of 
some  men  who  were  mentioned  here  last  Saturday.  That  is 
correct,  isn  't  it  ? 

Mr.  Hambrecht :    That  is  true.     Those  are  not  on  this  list. 

Senator  Morris:  Hut.  let  us  sec  where  we  are  at.  Mr. 
Puelicher  and  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Sackett  come  in  here,  and 
after  spending-  a  week  with  the  committee,  and  trying  to  in- 
form this  committee,  they  left  here  last  Saturday,  admitting 
that  a  blanket  covers  something  like  $13,000  or  $14,000  of"  this 
"money.  There  is  a  blanket  covering  some  $13,000  or  $14,000, 
which,  admittedly,  was  placed  in  this  bank,  or  in  Mr.  Pue- 
licher's  hands.  It  is  covered  by  a  blanket.  Now.  I  cannot 
make  myself  believe  that  1  am  trying  to  find  out  where  that 
money  went  to  unless  T  search,  by  every  means  in  my  power,  to 
find  it.  Now.  then,  these  stubs  were  brought  here  covering  the 
period  when  this  money  was  disbursed.  These  stubs  throw  no 
light  upon  the  transaction.  Prom  an  examination  of  the  stubs 
the  committee  can  ascertain  or  tell  nothing  with  reference  to 
the  transaction.  This  committee  requested  Mr.  Puelicher  to, 
bring  the  books  here,  the  stubs  here,  and  they  were  brought 
here  :  and  before  those  stubs  had  been  in  the  hands  of  the  chair- 
man fifteen  minutes  he  discovered  a  transaction  amounting  to 
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$250  paid  to  some  man  who  ran  for  the  assembly  up  in  Clark 
county,  which  had  not  been  in  any  manner  accounted  for  in  any 
of  these  accounts  filed  by  Mr.  Puelicher  or  Mr.  Sackett  or  Mr. 

Edmonds.     Is  that  true.  Mr.  Chairman? 

The  Chairman  :    Yes. 

Senator  Morris:  Well,  in  other  words,  a  transaction  which 
these  gentlemen  remembered  nothing  about  has  been  traced  di- 
rectly to  that  campaign  fund. 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :  I  beg  to  differ  with  yon.  There  isn't  a  par- 
ticle of  evidence  that  that  has  been  traced  to  the  campaign  fund 
further  than  the  question,  and  the  denial. 

Senator  Morris:  Do  yon  make  the  technical  point  that  Mr. 
Marsh  has  not  yet  testified  to  the  signature  on  the  hack  of  the 
check? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  make  this  point — 

Senator  Morris:      (interrupting)  Do  yon  make  Unit  point? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  want  to  explain  my  position. 

Senator  Morris:     Do  yon.  or  do  you  not? 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  Mr.  Marsh  may  testify  that  the  signature  is 
Mr.  Smith's. 

Senator  Morris:  If  yon  don't  make  that  point,  it  is  estab- 
lished. 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :  I  beg  to  differ  with  you.  Mr.  Sackett  was 
asked  whether  that  check  was  part  of  the  campaign  fund,  and 
Mr.  Sackett  said  no.  Mr.  Smith's  check  is  in  identically  the 
same  position  as  the  ministers.  Subsequent  testimony  may 
show,  hut  as  far  as  we  have  gone  now  it  is  not  in  evidence.  I 
say  this:  Any  candidate  for  member  of  the  assembly  would 
have  been  extremely  unfortunate  to  have  dealt  with  Marshall 
&  llsley  bank  dining  -Inly.  August  and  September.  Had  he 
done  so.  according  to  the  tactics  that  have  been  employed  here, 
it  would  have  dragged  him  into  this  investigation,  even  against 
his  denial  that  the  money  was  used  for  that  purpose.  I  say  that 
it  is  not  in  evidence  that  it  was  used  for  that  purpose,  although 
the  signature  may  have  been  identified.  That  may  have  been 
Mr.  Smith's  misfortune  in  dealing  with  this  bank. 

Senator  Morris:  You  don't  make  the  point  that  this  check- 
did  not  go  to  Smith  .' 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :     Not   at  all. 

Mr.  Bray:     There  is  nothing  to  show  that  this  campaign  com- 
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mittee,  or  Mr.  Stephenson's  manager,  boughl  the  check;  and  1 
have  been  here  all  the  time. 

Senator  Morris:  Yes,  yon  arc  right  aboul  thai  ;  bu1  the  fad 
remains  that  he  did  gel  the  check  of  $250;  thai  he  endorsed  it. 
and  that  he  gol  the  money  on  it. 

.Mi1.  Hambrecht :    And  so  with  these  ministers. 

Senator  Morris:  I  think  the  same  is  true  of  these  ministers. 
Now.  in  the  ease  of  this  particular  check.  I  understand  it  will  lie 
traced  directly. 

Mi'.  Hambrecht :    That  may  he.  in  the  end. 

Senator  Morris:  Now,  yon  arc  asking  me  to  vote  for  a 
proposition  which  will  prevent  taking  any  evidence  as  to  these 
ministers. 

Mr.   Hambrecht:     That  can  he  put  back  on  the  record. 

Senator  Morris:  You  vote  for  a  resolution  telling  these  men 
the)'  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  when  we  have  not  investigated 
that  subject. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  objected  to  that  method  of  investigation. 

Senator  Morris:  I  say,  their  names  appear  in  these  stub 
hooks,  and  let  tts  investigate  that  subject.  If  we  find  after  the 
fullest  investigation  that  these  gentlemen  did  not  receive  the 
money  for  that  purpose,  then  we  can  say  so;  but  let  tts  not  say  it 
until  we  know  it. 

.Mr.  Hambrecht:  It  will  be  too  late,  after  we  have  besmirched 
their  character. 

Senator  Morris;  Do  you  think  this  has  got  so  had.  smells  so 
had.  that  one  having  his  name  connected  with  it  is  disgraced? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     It  looks  that  way. 

Senator  Morris:  I  ask  your  opinion.  1  don't  think  so.  Js 
it  a  disgrace  to  a  citizen  of  Wisconsin  to  have  his  name  merely 
mentioned  in  connection  with  this  investigation? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  It  would  appear  so,  from  the  newspaper 
rep<  mis. 

Senator  Morris:  Mow,  I  don't  so  regard  it.  As  I  said  he- 
fore,  money  can  he  and  has  been  honestly  expended  in  this  cam- 
paign by  all  the>e  candidates.  The  fact  that  a  man  receives 
money  does  not  convict  him  in  my  mind.  I  want  to  know  what 
he  did  with  it.  what  use  he  made  of  it.  and  whether  he  de- 
bauched the  electorate  or  not. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  When  you  rind  a  name  not  on  the  list  then 
GO 
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you  begin  to  besmirch  his  character  because  it  appears  to  have 
been  covered  up. 
.  Senator  Morris:     There  is  a   fund  placed  there  by  the  hank. 
by   Ilsley,   Edmonds   and   Sackett.     I   don't   propose   to   let    that 
blanket  prevent  me  from  doing  my  duty. 

.Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  have  no  objection  to  bringing  in  what- 
ever evidence  you  want  against  those  men. 

Senator  Morris:  1  shall  not  vote  and  say  that  any  man  whose 
name  appears  on  those  stubs  did  not  get  the  money  for  that  pur- 
pose until   I  know  he  didn't  get  it  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Ingalls :  Then  we  will  have  to  stop  this  investigation 
right  here,  if  that  is  the  object. 

Mr.   Bray:     Mr.  Chairman — 

The  Chairman:      Have  you  finished,  Senator  Morris? 

Senator  Morris:  If  the  gentleman  has  something  to  say,  1 
am  perfectly  willing  to  be  interrupted. 

Mr.  Bray:  You  seem  to  be  laboring  under  the  wrong  impres- 
sion. In  a  few  minutes  1  will  ask  the  reporter  to  read  my  mo- 
tion. But  before  that  I  will  say  that  1  know  Mr.  Wieng,  the  man 
who  I  believe  bought  those  checks,  lie  is  a  Lutheran  minister 
in  Oshkosh,  a  man  of  very  good  reputation.  A  member  of  his 
congregation  called  me  up  yesterday  and  told  me  that  Mr.  Weng 
was  secretary,  or  an  officer,  of  some  Lutheran  association  in  this 
state,  and  had  bought  these  checks.  1  wouldn't  say  all  of  them, 
because   I   don't  know  the  names. 

Senator  Morris:      Probably  he  did;  I   don't  know. 

Mr.  Bray:  (continuing)  Bought  these  checks,  and  sent  them 
out  from  the  Marshall  &  [lsley  hank  on  that  day.  On  account 
of  the  source  from  which  I  received  this  information,  I  don't  be- 
lieve there  is  a  possible  doubt  about  it.  The  dates  agree,  and 
the  men  are  men  of  high  character. 

Senator  Morris:  That  may  he:  hut  I  want  to  know  before  T 
pass  on  it  1  want  to  investigate  this,  and  know,  before  I  pass 
on  it. 

(  Motion  of  Mr.  Bray  read  by  the  stenographer.) 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Now,  \  want  to  say  just  a  word.  I  want  to  re- 
peat, that  the  point  1  endeavored  to  make  plain,  and  perhaps  did 
not,  is  this:  That  the  cashier  of  this  hank,  while  it  may  he  con- 
ceded that  through  the  imperfections  of  human  memory  or  un- 
derstanding he  would  he  mistaken  in  a  single  instance,  it  has  not 
thus   far  appeared  that  he   was.     A   representative  of  this  hank 
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has  come  here-  with  his  records  ni  every  check,  and  the  number 
of  it.  that  was  issued  in  liis  hank,  that  had  anything  to  d<>  with 
tin's  campaign;  and  he  lias  numbered  every  one  of  those  checks. 
Now,  this  blanket,  or  discrepancy,  or  whatever  you  may  call  it, 
which  the  senator  speaks  of,  is  a  money  transaction  with  the 
bank  probably  that  had  nothing  to  do  with  a  check.  That  "  per- 
fectly manifest.  The  hank  has  endeavored  to  conceal  nothing; 
M  fact,  its  representative  here — indirectly  its  repre  entative,  1 
el  n't  know  as  it  is  represented  here  at  all — It  has  thrown  broad- 
cast it^  entire  business  transactions  open  to  this  committee,  with- 
out i  '■•  triction.  and  its  cashier.  Mr.  Puelicher,  a  man  who  i; 
above  reproach,  a  man.  who,  as  I  said  before,  is  of  the  highest 
order  of  integrity,  if  there  ever  was  such  a  man  representing  a 
bank,  has  come  here  with  his  checks,  and  with  his  numbers,  and 
presented  them  to  this  committee,  and  the  names  of  the  parties 
that  got  the  checks,  because  the  checks  show  that  by  indorse- 
ment or  otherwise.  Now.  f  ^av  when  a  hank  does  that,  when 
those  stubs  are  submitted  simply  for  the  purpose  of  verifying 
those  particular  checks, —  \  say  that  they  have  not  given  this  com- 
mittee, nor  this  legislature,  nor  ourselves  as  lawyers  representing 
this  committee,  permission  to  take  Kino  business  transactions 
covering  this  period,  with  private  people  and  corporations  and 
other  private  institutions  throughout  this  state. — they  have  not 
submitted  this  record  to  this  committee  at  all  except  to  verify 
the  checks  which  that  bank  came  here  and  gave  to  this  commit- 
tee; and  when  we  go  beyond  that  it  does  seem  to  me  that  we  are 
shingling  clear  out  into  the  fog'.  I  am  set  down  as  an  objector 
in  this  committee,  and  I  am  willing  to  be  relegated  to  that  cata- 
gory,  as  far  as  that  is  concerned,  and  I  insist  further  now  that  to 
go  out  beyond  the  stubs  that  represent  these  checks,  without  the 
permission  of  the  bank,  is  doing  violence  to  the  confidence  of 
that  institution.  I  don't  say  that  in  any  other  wax  you  might 
not  he  able  to  prove  things  outside  of  that  list.  T  don't  say  that 
at  all.  But  I  do  say  that  if  there  is  nobody  else  here  to  say  any- 
thing about  the  private  transactions  of  this  bank  that  somebody 
ought  to.  Xow.  you  take  these  stubs  up  and  look  them  through. 
The  transactions  run  from  a  dollar  to  $50,000.  These  transac- 
tions were  with  all  kinds  and  classes  of  people.  Arc  we.  be- 
cause they  were  issued  during  that  period,  to  send  for  those 
people  and  find  out  if  they  got  Stephenson's  money,  when  Hod 
knows  if  the  evidence  shows  anything  it  shows  that  Stephenson 
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has  exhibited  his  checks  for  the  money  which  he  deposited  with 
Puelicher  to  distribute,  and  Puelicher  and  his  bank  have  ac- 
counted for  everything  here,  so  far  as  checks  go,  except  the 
money  which  has  not  been  paid  out  on  checks,  which  my  friend 
has  suggested,  $15,000  or  $20,000,  which  was  spent  by  way  of 
expenses,  i  don't  know  how.  All  I  am  speaking  about  is  the 
checks  that  the  bank  says  it  issued  for  campaign  purposes,  and 
no  others.  It  does  seem  to  me  we  ought  to  stop  with  them  in 
connection  with  this  bank,  so  far  as  these  records  are  concerned, 
ft  will  be  endless,  if  we  don't. 

Senator  Morris:  As  I  understand  it,  you  think  that,  conced- 
ing there  is  a  blanket  covering  some  $15,000  or  $20,000,  that  we 
ought  to  tuck'  it  in  nicely  by  closing  these  stub  books? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  haven't  said  anything  of  that  kind,  and  don't 
want  to  be  understood  that  way.  I  say  these  hooks  were  sent 
here  to  verify  these  check's,  and  that  is  all;  and  when  you  verify 
your  checks  you  have  gone  as  far  as  any  testimony  in  this  case 
should  permit  you,  with  these  stub  books. 

Senator  Morris:  Then  your  thought  is  that  those  stub  books 
should    he    closed' 

Mi-.  Ingalls:  Absolutely.  I  think  they  are  as  private  and 
eontidt  nt  ial  as  the  closest  relations  between  a  man  and  his  wife. 
I  think  this:  That  you  might  open  up  transactions  in  that  way 
thai  might  break  up  a  good  many  families  in  this  country.  Of 
course,  you  don't  know  any  thing  about  it.  Von  have  got  a 
private  transaction  here;  and  there  are  1.0(H)  of  those  transac- 
tions between  those  dates.  I  don't  think'  that  the  bank  ever 
authorized  us  to  do  that.  I  don't  think  they  ever  thought  of 
what  they  were  doing  on  the  subject.  I  do  not  think  that  they 
ever  dreamed  that  we  would  take  each  item  and  go  into  it.  It 
will  destroy  that  bank,  if  it  is  done.  There  isn't  any  question 
about  il.  Of  course,  men  won't  deal  with  a  hank  that  will 
hand  out  its  records  in  that  way.  and  let  1,600  transactions  be 
investigated  when  they  know  that  they  had  nothing  to  do  with 
this  campaign.  If  they  say-  that  w<  can  do  it.  I  haven't  the 
slightest   objection  if  the  committee  want  to  take  the  time. 

Senator  Morris:  As  I  understand  it,  you  want  those  stub 
books  closed  '.      Is  that   it.' 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  certainly  don't  want  to  use  anything  in  that 
stub  book  that  don't  relate  to  the  check  produced. 

Senator  Morris:     Do  you  want  them  open  or  closed? 
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Mr.  [ngalls:  I  wanl  to  do  whal  we  have  authority  to  do,  and 
do  more.     Thai    is  the  point. 

Senator    Morris:     You    don'1    say    whether   you    wanl    them 

closed     Or     opcil. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  You  can  do  it  in  whatever  way  you  are  a 
mind   to. 

Senator  Morris:  My  recollection  is  thai  Mr.  Puelicher  and 
Mr.  tlyzer  both  said  that  the  bank  was  here,  and  Mr.  Stephen- 
son was  here  with  the  idea  of  uncovering  everything,  and  plac- 
ing i  verything  before  this  committee. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  (interrupting)  So  far  as  they  were  con- 
cerned. 

Senator  Morris:  So  far  as  they  were  concerned;  and  my 
recollection  is  that  Mr.  Puelicher  came  back  to  this  committee 
the  second  day  after  he  was  sworn  and  asked  expressly  to  be 
permitted  to  tell  all  that  he  knew  in  regard  to  the  bank,  and 
expressly  asked  to  he  permitted  to  bring  in  all  the  data  and 
papers  in  the  possession  of  the  hank.  That  is  my  recollection. 
Now.  after  Mr.  Puelicher  has  done  that  you  say  you  think  those 

books    OUght    to    he    closed    now.' 

Mr.  [ngalls :  Oh.  I  say  when  you  have  compared  your  checks 
with  the  stuhs.  you  shouldn't  have  the  right  to  look  at  the  hooks. 

Senator  Morris:  That  1  shouldn't  have  the  right  to  go 
through  those  stubs  and  ask  Mr.  Sackett,  Mi-.  Puelicher  or  Mr. 

Edm Is.  or  anybody  els<  .  whether  this  cashier's  checks  or  that 

cashier's  check  was  in   any  way  connected   with  the  campaign? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  If  the  bank  wants  to  do  it.  I  have  no  objections, 
not  at  all. 

The  Chairman:  Just  a  minute.  We  have  strayed  a  little 
from  the  real  question  that  Mi'.  Bray  presented  here;  and  this 
same  question  may  come  up  and  have  to  he  discussed  again. 
As  T  understand  it.  the  only  question  we  are  discussing  now  is 
as  to  whether  these  ministers  should  he  notified  that  so  far  there 
is  nothing  in  the  record  to  indicate  that  they  had  anything  to 
do  with  the  campaign.  We  have  strayed  somewhat  outside  of 
that  question,  il  seems  to  me.  and  1  believe  wo  ought  to  take 
these  questions  up  as  we  go  along.  Xow.  the  motion,  as  T  un- 
derstand it.  is  rather  broad;  il  includes  all  ministers.  Xow, 
as  I  understand  it,  there  are  a  few  minist<  rs  that  the  managers 
of  the  campaign  have  admitted  did  receive  money  from  the 
Stephenson    campaign     fund.     The    question     is    whether    that 
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should  cover  all  the  ministers,  including-  those  who  have  ad- 
mitted, or  the  campaign  managers  have  admitted,  received 
money,  or  only  those  who  have  not  been  connected  with  the 
campaign. 

Senator  Morris:  I  do  nut  want  to  be  misunderstood.  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  make  any  statement  with  reference  to 
these  ministers,  or  anybody  else  who  has  not  been  shown  to  have 
received  ;my  of  this  money,  that  up  to  a  certain  time  we  had 
no  evidence  of  information  that  they  did;  but  I  want  to  go  on 
and  (  xamine  the  thing  further  afterwards. 

Mr.  Whitman:     That  would  not  preclude  it. 

.Mr.  Bray:  Von  assume  that  a  man  is  guilty  until  he  is 
proven  innocenl  .' 

The  Chairman :  There  is  nothing  to  show,  in  the  record, 
that  they  are  guilty. 

.Mi-,  [ngalls:  I  should  think  if  anything  was  to  be  done  it 
would  be  to  strike  out  that  evidence. 

Mr.  Bray:  That  won't  correct  it.  It  has  gone  into  every 
newspaper  in  the  state.  I  meant  to  limit  my  motion  to  those 
particular  men    I   referred  to.  on  that   date. 

The    Chairman:     The   14th  of  August. 

Mr.  Whitman:  It  would  seem  to  me  that  that  would  be  a 
harmless  matter  for   ns  to  do. 

.Mr.  Bray:  it  does  not  prevent  ns  from  investigating  any 
part  of  that  further:  bu1  to  say  "as  far  as  we  know  at  this 
time."  I  think  we  have  wasted  a  lot  of  time.  If  Senator 
Morris  don't   want  to  vote  for  it.  let  him  vote   against   it. 

The  Chairman:  As  I  understand.  Mr.  Bray  has  his  motion 
in  slightly  different  form. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  like  the  motion  I  made  before  better,  but  if 
that  cannot  be  passed  unanimously  I  move  that  the  secretary  of 
this  investigation  committee  be  instructed  to  write  a  public 
letter  to  the  press  to  the  effect  that  the  evidence  before  this  com- 
mittee does  not  show  any  connection  between  these  names  and 
Senator  Stephenson's  campaign,  further  than  the  fact  that  the 
checks  were  purchased  within  the  period  of  his  campaign. 

Senator  Morris:  Why  don't  you  simply  say:  So  far  as  the 
eommittee  is  advised  at   this  time  no  connection  is  shown. 

Mr.  Bray:     That  is  what  my  motion  says. 

Senator  Morris:  You  exonerate  them.  I  am  not  in  favor  of 
exonerating   anybody   until    we  know   it. 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION.      943 

Mr.  Eambrecht:  I  think  Senator  Morris's  suggestion  covers 
that. 

Senator  Morris:  (to  Mr.  Bray)  Your  motion  exonerates 
these  gentl<  men. 

Mr.  Bray:  So  far  as  we  know  now.  We  have  no  evidence 
againsl  them  whatever  now.  Von  have  been  advertising  them 
all  over  the  state,  very  largely  through  the  fault   of  the  press. 

Senator  Husting:  Merely  by  a  question.  We  asked  them 
whether   these    particular   checks   were   used    in    the   campaign. 

The  Chairman:      Is  there  a  motion  before  the  committee:' 

.Mr.  Ilamhrecht  :  It  you  leave  off  the  "further"  I  think  that 
the  motion  would  state   it    pretty  well. 

Mi-.  Whitman:  instead  of  the  word  "exonerate"  what  is 
your  suggestion? 

Senator  Morris:  1  will  move:  So  far  as  this  committee  is 
advised  at  the  present  time,  it  has  no  evidence  showing  that 
the  ministers  who  received  money — 

Mi-.  Bray:  (interrupting)  What  do  you  put  in  "so  far  as 
this  committe<  is  advised"  for;  why  don't  yon  say  "we  have 
no  evidence  showing"  .' 

Mr.  Ilamhrecht  :  (to  Senator  Morris)  That  would  he  an 
apology   with  a   string  on   it.  which  they   wouldn't  care  for. 

The  Chairman:  Let  me  suggest  that  Senator  Morris  and 
Mr.  Bray  ought  to  talk  this  over.  1  think  they  are  pretty  near 
together.  Why  not  let  them  come  together,  after  we  close  to- 
nighl  and  get  up  a  letter  and  submit  it  to  the  committee  and 
send  it   out — or  during  the  recess:' 

Mr.  Bray:  1  withdraw  my  motion  for  the  present,  if  I  have 
your   permission. 

The  Chairman:     Mr.  Hambrechl  seconded  it. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  would  like  to  renew  my  motion,  to  have  it 
stricken  from  the  record  at  present,  to  strike  those  names  from 
the  record  at  present. 

The  Chairman:  The  only  trouble  with  that,  it  seems  to  me. 
is  that  if  anyone  «>f  them  should  he  connected  with  it  later.  Ave 
might  have  to  take   thai    testimony  over  again. 

Mr.  Ilamhrecht:     The  testimony  is  negative. 

Mr.  Bray:  T  don't  think  it  makes  any  difference,  their  be- 
ing on   the  record.     It  has  been    published   all   over  tin-  state. 

Mr.    rngalls:     You   can   fix  that  up  later. 
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Mr.  Hambrecht:  However,  I  won't  take  up  any  more  time 
of  the  committee  on  that. 

The  Chairman:     What   witness  shall  we  call   next? 

Mr.  Bray:  Senator  Blaine  said  thai  h<  would  be  here  with 
all  of  his  documents  today. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  he  is  here.  If  it  is  the  wish  of  the 
committee  that  he  be  called  we  will  send  out  for  him. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Is  the  expensi  account  of  Mr.  llatton.  or 
any  other  gentlemen,  here?  Shouldn't  it  be  introduced  in  evi- 
dence here  at  this  time,  or  should  we  wait? 

Mr.  [ngalls:  I  want  to  ask  the  clerk:  There  were  some 
subpoenas  senl  out  here  about  a  week  ago,  for  Mr.  Cowling 
and  some  others.  Were  they  served?  And  .Mr.  Dick.  Was 
Mr.  Cowling  served  1 

The  Clerk:  1I(  was  subpoenaed,  lie  said  he  would  go  home 
and   get   his  account. 

The  Chairman:     Mr.   Cowling  appeared    here. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  He  said  he  would  he  here  today,  didn't  he?  Is 
Mr.  Dick  here? 

Tin'  Cleric:      He  was  served  on  the  27th.      I  have  the  return. 

.Air.  Bray:  Two  men  called  me  up  from  .Milwaukee  and  said 
that  they  would  he  here  this  morning.     Senator  Blaini    is  here. 


Senator  J.  J.  Blaine,  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr.  [ngalls : 

Q.  Senator,  did  you  get  the  written  evidenct  which  you  said 
you  had  .' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

O.  Have  you  got  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  I  will  ask  you  in  your  own  way  to  go  on  and  tell  us  what 
you  have  got  ? 

A.   I  believe  I  referred  to  section,  or  charge.  4.  5.  6 — 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     (interrupting)   13  and  14. 

A.    (continued)  — 13  and  14. 

O.  All  right ;  take  4.  and  take  them  in  order. 
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A.  This  (indicating)  is  a  copy  of  a  letter.  I  will  read  the  let- 
ter, and  then  it  will  explain  itself. 

Air.  Hyzer:   Arc  you  reading  from  a  copy? 

A.  J  am  reading  from  a  copy.  1  will  explain.  I  made  a  copy, 
for  the  reason  that  there  arc  two  or  three  things  in  the  letter 
what  the  gentlemen  have  been  objecting  to  this  morning,  and 
which  possibly  might  bring  on  a  libel  suit,  which  has  no  business 
in  the  proceedings;  nothing  to  do  with  the  investigation,  it  you 
please : 

i  Reading )  : 

"]  note  that  you  are  taking  the  square  position  as  to  investiga- 
tion. :::  ;::  It  is  not  an  impeachment  of  the  primary  prin- 
ciple to  demand  it,  but  the  reverse.  A  verdict  of  a  jury  may  be 
impeached  on  a  showing  of  fraud  or  corruption.  So  of  the  judg- 
ment  of  any  court.      Fraud  in  any  contract  renders  it  invalid. 

A  thorough  investigation  would  do  much  good,  whatever  the 
result.  Roosevelt's  doctrine  of  publicity  as  a  remedy  for  the  trust 
evil  may  well  be  applied  here. 

*  =:=  *  The  avowed  workers  for  Stephenson  in  Sauk  county 
was  L".  C.  Keller,  ex-clerk  of  court.  :;:  *  :;:  On  this  proposi- 
tion he  stated  to  me  in  the  hearing  of  several  others  that  he  had 
$300  of  Stephenson's  money  to  spend  in  the  primary  campaign. 
As  a  cover  for  his  work  he  was  put  on  the  "Came  Warden  force" 
without  pay.  This  appointment  was  cancelled.  I  am  informed, 
shortly  afterwards.     All  this  can  he  substantiated. 

Another  thing  winch  would  bear  investigation  is  the  subscription 
list  of  the  Wisconsin  Agriculturist,  paper  published  at  Racine. 
Immediately  after  the  'adv.'  'The  Grand  <  'Id  Man'  was  published 
in  that  paper  immense  quantities  of  'sample'  numbers  were  cir- 
culated through  this  part  of  the  district.  I  presume  throughout 
the  state.     Who  paid  for  this  circulation? 

Matters  like  this  could  be  found  in  every  county,  I  believe.  I 
feel  like  congratulating  you  on  the  position  you  have  taken  and 
sincerely  believe  that  your  action  will  be  approved  if  you  press 
for  an  investigation  and  show  up  the  fraud. 

Truly." 

Now,  do  yon  want  the  name?  I  haven't  that  permission  to 
show  this  letter.     Tt  is  written  in  confidence. 
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Mr.  Bray:     I  don't  see  what  good  it  is,  without  somebody's 
name  on  it. 

A.   I  can  give  it,  if  you  insist.      L  don't  want  to  volunteer  to 
give  it,  that  is  all. 

O.  You  haven't  got  the  original  ? 

A.   No,  I  haven't  the  original.     That  is,  I  haven't  it  here.     I 
have  the  copy.     I  have  the  original  but  I  haven't  it  here. 

Mr.  Whitman:     Q.  There  are  other  things  in  the  letter? 

A.   Yes,  that  have  no  reference  to  this  investigation. 

Q.  The  party  who  wrote  the  letter,  is  it  a  Wisconsin  man? 

A.  A  Wisconsin  man. 

Q.   Where  does  he  live? 

A.   He  lives  at  Reedstown. 

Q.   Was  he  interested  in  the  campaign  ? 

A.   Not  that  know  of. 

Air.  Whitman:  Q.  On  the  Kickapoo? 

A.    No.     That  is  Reedsburg.  isn't  it?      No,  it  i>  Reedsburg. 

Q.  Where  is  Reedsburg? 
\.    It  i>  up  in  Sauk  county. 

Q.   Do  you  know  the  party  very  well? 

A.  I  do. 

O.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  interested  in  the  campaign  or 
not? 

A.  I  don't  know.     T  presume  he  was.     He  is  always  interested 
in  campaigns. 

O.  Do  you  know  what  candidate  he  favored? 

A.   I  don't  know. 

O.   Never  saw  him  to  talk  with  him  about  it  in  any  way.  did 
you? 

A.   Not  during  the  campaign. 

O.  Since? 

A.   1  have  seen  the  gentleman  about  the  capitol  since,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  it  ? 

A.  If  you  insist  I  will  tell  you.     James  A.  Stone. 

O.  He  is  the  game  warden,  isn't  he? 

A.  James  A.  Stone? 

O.  Yes:  isn't  James  A.  Stone — 

A.    (interrupting)      I  don't  think  this  James  A.  Stone  was  ever 
a  game  warden. 

O.   Do  von  know  whether  he  is  or  not? 
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A.  i  don't  know  who  the  game  wardens  are.  but  I  don't  think 
he  is  a  game  warden. 

Mr.  Whitman:     You  mean  he  i>  not  state  game  warden? 
A.  (  )h,  no. 

J'.y  Mr.  Ingalls : 

(J.   He  has  never  been  a  game  warden  ? 

A.   I  don't  think  so. 

Q.   What  is  his  occupation? 

A.    He  is  an  attorney. 

Q.  Where  does  he  live? 

A.   Reedsburg. 

0.  Do  you  know  whether  he  lias  been  engaged  in  looking  up 
evidence  in  this  matter? 

A.  1  presume  that  he  is  interested,  as  any  other  citizen  should 
be  interested;  ami  if  he  is  he  has  probably  been  looking  up  evi- 
dence. 

(  ).  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  been  devoting  considerable 
time  to  looking  up  proof  ? 

A.  1  haven't  talked  to  him  about  what  he  has  been  devoting  his 
time  to. 

Q.    Do  you  understand  he  has? 

A.  I  have  no  understanding.  If  I  had  an  understanding  I 
would  know. 

O.  And  vou  have  never  heard  that  he  has  been  looking  up  evi- 
dence for  the  committee? 

A.  I  have  heard  someone  say.  T  guess,  they  thought  " Jim ' 
Stone  was  helping  look  up  some  evidence.  T  don't  know  who  it 
was.  1  think  it  came  from  one  of  your  gentlemen.  I  think  yon 
have  that  information. 

(  ).   Can  vou  produce  the  original  letter.-' 

A.   T  can.  I  suppose. 

Q.   Do  you  object  to  producing  it? 

A.  Well.  I  will  tell  you  about  the  original  letter.  Mr.  Stone 
is  here,  and  if  yon  doubt  the  authenticity  of  this,  call  him. 

Q.  1  don't  doubt  that,  but  have  yon  any  objection  to  producing 
the  original  ? 

A.   Yes,  T  have. 

Q.  1),,  you  think  you  would  refuse  to  produce  it,  if  re- 
quested t<  >  ? 

A.  T  don't  know.     T  am  not  producing  it. 
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O.   Have  y<>u  any  objections  t<>  producing  it  ? 

A.    I  said  I  had. 

Alt-.  Whitman:     What  was  the  date  of  the  Letter? 

A.  The  letter  was  dated  shortly — 

Air.  [ngalls  :  I  interrupting,  i 

^.   What  is  the  reason  that  yon  don't  want  to  produce  it  ? 

A.    I  stated  it. 

<!>.  State  it  again  .' 

A.  The  reporter  will  read  ray  answer. 

Q.  Give  me  your  answer. 

A.  The  reporter  will  read  it. 

<t>.    What  is  your  reason  for  not  producing  it  .' 

A.   I  gave  you  my  reasons. 

Q.    1  insist  on  that. 

A.    Well,  insist. 

Q.   I  hope  you  don't  exhibit  any  feeling  in  this  matter.' 

A.    I  do  no1  :  no.  sir. 

The  ( Ihairman  :     Wouldn  '1  it  be  shorter  to  repeat  the  reasons  .' 

The  Witness:  If  you  want  to  consume  a  lot  of  time,  go 
ahead. 

.Mr.  Ingalls  :  We  are  here,  and  have  been  here.  Air.  Blaine. 
about  three  weeks,  and  we  are  going  to  stay  until  we  get 
through. 

(v).  The  question  is  whether  you  have  any  reason  for  not  pro- 
ducing it  .' 

A.  If  the  reporter  will  read  my  examination,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  gentlemen. 

Q.  I  will  put  the  question,  and  we  will  take  a  vote  on  it.  1 
ask  Mr.  Blaine — 

Witness:  1  give  the  same  reason  as  I  pave.  I  want  to  save 
some  time. 

Air.  Ingalls:  I  move  that  the  witness  he  instructed  to  an- 
swer. 

The  Chairman:  1  think  it  would  be  shorter  to  answer  it 
than  to  look  up  the  testimony. 

Witness:  Very  well,  I  can  answer  id.  I  told  you  that  I  did 
not  care  to  for  the  reason  that  ift  contained  other  matters, 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  investigation,  which  is  "im- 
material and  irrelevant"  as  the  gentleman  said  the  other  day. 

Q.  You  don't  mean  that  it  contains  the  names  of  other  per- 
sons .' 
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A.  Oh,  no,  il  doesn't.  It  just  refers  to  matters  thai  have 
nothing  to  do  with  this  investigation;  possibly  the  character 
or  reputation  of  sonic  man,  which  mighl  make  Mr.  Stone  liable 
dor  suit;  not  thai  they  could  recover,  or  gel  a  judgment,  bu1 
might  put  him  to  costs'.  I  don't  think  I  am  here  to  peddle  out 
libel  suits,  and  il  you  insist  upon  my  doing  it  I  won'1  do  it. 
I  mighl  .just  as  well  tell  you  that  now. 

Q.  Is  the  objectionable  part  of  a  political  character? 

A.   It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  investigation,  or  politics. 

<^}.  But  it  might  be  some  reflection  upon  somebody  else  ? 

A.   Might  he  :  yes.  sir. 

<t>.   And  that  is  all  .' 

A.   That  is  all. 

Mr.  A.  A.  Stone:  Perhaps  I  can  relieve  the  members  of  the 
committee  and  Mr.  Blaine.  I  haven't  a  hit  of  objection  to  the 
members  of  the  committee  seeing  that  letter,  and  every  word 
of  it:  if  it  is  competent,  you  can  put  it  in.  I  thank  Mr.  Blaine 
for  relieving  me  from  a  libel  suit. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  that  letter? 

A.  It  was  dated  shortly  after  Senator  Husting's  resolution 
A\as   introduced. 

<L>.   Can   you  give  the   date   exactly? 

A.  I  don't  believe  I  have  the  date.  I  didn't  keep  the  dale. 
or  the  heading  of  the  letter. 

<t).  ('an  you  gel  it  from  the  original  .' 

A.   Yes.  I  can. 

Q.   (  'an  you  do  it   now  .' 

A.  I  wouldn'1  he  very  convenient  now.  I  will  hand  that  infor- 
mation to  the  chairman,  and  also  the  letter.  I  also  just  as 
leave  give  the  letter  to  the  chairman. 

<v).  Now,  Mr.  Blaine,  have  you  any  further  proof  in  support 
of  charge  4  .' 

A.   As  to  Mr.   Keller: 

Q:   Yes. 

A.  I  don't  think  I  nave.  I  think  you  have  some  proof  here 
in.  your  proceedings.  Mr.  Stephenson,  I  believe,  hied  an  ac- 
count, and  I  think  he  included  .Mr.  Keller,  didn'1  he.' 

<^>.    1   was  asking  you   if  you  had  any? 

A.  Other  than  I  have  produced  and  suggested  to  you.' 

Q,   Of  course,  we  know  what  we  had  here  in  evidence. 

A.    I  didn't  know  whether  you  did  or  not. 
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Q.  I  assume  you  did  not. 

A.  You  don't  want  to  assume  too  much. 

Q.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  I  could,  with  some  people.  Now, 
Mr.  Blaine,  have  you  any  further  proof,  documentary  or  other- 
wise, with  reference  to  charge  4.' 

A.  That  is  all  1  have  to  submit. 

Q.  That  is  all  you  know  about  it? 

A.  That  is  all  I  know  ;\bout  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  person  besides  Mr.  Stone  who 
knows  anything  about  charge  4? 

A.  I  don't  know.  Mr.  Stone  probably  could  give  you  that 
information.  I  don't  know  whether  he  has  got  it  or  not.  I 
don't  know  anything  about  it.  I  think  that  Mr.  Evans  of 
Baraboo  told  me — this  was  after  the  investigation  was  on — 
something  about  it.  1  am  not  certain  about  that.  He  was  talk- 
ing about  Keller:  that  is  all  I  remember.  Hut  this  is  what  I 
base  my  charge  on. 

Q.  This  letter  from  Mr.  Stone? 

A.  This  letter  from  Mr.  Stone. 

Q.   Is  this  the  first  time  that  you  have  shown  this  letter  I 

A.    I  think  it  is:  1  am  not  certain. 

Q.  Did  you  show  it  to  the  senate  or  assembly,  or  any  mem- 
bers ? 

A.  Not  to  the  senate  or  assembly  in  convention  assembled, 
no. 

Q.  Or  any  members  .' 

A.  I  don't  know  as  I  did.  Maybe  I  did.  I  don't  know 
whether  I  did  or  not. 

Q.  Or.  do  you  recall  that  you  disclosed  the  contents  of  it  to 
any  of  the  senators? 

A.  I  probably  did. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  ? 

A.  I  say.  I  probably  did.  I  am  not  certain.  I  couldn't 
swear  that  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  calling  Mr.  Marsh's  attention  to  it  .' 

A.  I  might  have  called  Mr.  Marsh's  attention  to  it;  I  don't 
know. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  you  did  or  not  '.' 

A.  No,  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Or  Mr.  Morris  .' 

A.  I  don't  know. 
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(^.  Or  Senator  Husting's  .' 

A.  1  probably  showed  it  to  all  three  of  them;  I  don't  remem- 
ber. 

Q.   Would  you  swear  one  way  or  the  other  on  it  .' 

A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Keller? 

A.  No,  1  don't  know  him. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  him  .' 

A.  1  don't  believe  I  did.     I  don't  know  the  fellow  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  effort  to  ascertain  anything  about  him  I 

A.  Why,  I  didn't  inquire  about  him,  no. 

Q.  You  don't  know  what  his  business  or  occupation  is? 

A.  1  don't  know  a  thing  about  it.  Well,  I  guess  the  letter 
says  he  is  an  ex-clerk.  I  believe  someone  said  he  was  under  in- 
dictment, I  don't  know,  charged  with  a  criminal  offense. 

Q.  Who  told  you  he  was  under  indictment? 

A.  That  is  quite  generally  reported. 

Q.   And  he  is  clerk  of  the  court  .' 

A.  No,  1  don't  think  he  is.  I  think  the  letter  says  he  is 
"  ex-clerk. " 

Q.  But  your  understanding  is  that  he  is  under  indictment 
now .' 

A.  I  don't  know.  I.  have  been  informed — do  you  want  me 
to  tell  what  I  have  been  informed  about  him  ? 

Q.  If  you  think  it  is  direct  proof.' 

A.  Well.  I  don't  care  to  say  anything  about  Mr.  Keller,  be- 
cause I  don't  know  anything  about  him. 

Q.   Hut  you  heard  it  rumored  that  he  was  under  indictment? 

A.  I  think  that  was  the  rumor. 

Q.   You  never  made  any  inquiry  of  Keller  about  this  matter? 

A.   No    I  never  saw  Keller  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  That  he  got  $300  for  use  up  in  that  county.  That  is  what 
the  letter  states  ? 

A.    Whatever  the  letter  states. 

Q.  Did  you  ascertain  whether  he  was  put  on  the  game  war- 
den force  or  not .' 

A.  Xo.  I  did  not.  I  don't  know  .Mr.  Stone:  I  didn't  ask 
him.     [  don't  know  anything  aboul  him. 

Q.    Well.    Keller. 

A.   I  don't  know.      I  didn't  ascertain. 

Q.  You  don't  know  now  whether  he  was  or  not? 


952      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

A.  I  don't  know,  no. 

Q.  Well,  that  would  be  a  very  easy  matter  to  ascertain, 
wouldn't  it  ? 

A.  Oh,  yes,  1  suppose  it  would. 

O.  Did  you  ask  the  state  game  warden  if  that  was  so? 

A.   No. 

Q.  Why  didn't  you  ask  him? 

A.  Why,  1  didn't  make  any  charge  about  it.  I  wasn't  chasing 
up  whether  he  was  on  the  game  warden  force  or  not. 

O.  Didn't  you  regard  that  as  important? 

A.  It  might  have  been.  I  didn't  charge  it  in  my  charges.  I 
think  it  is  important,  if  he  was  on  the  game  warden  force,  possi- 
bly. 

Q.  Tlie  information  to  you  was  "as  a  cover  for  his  work  he- 
was  put  on  the  game  warden  force,  without  pay?'' 

A.  Yes,  >ir. 

Q.  ''His  appointment  was  cancelled."  Could  you  have  ascer- 
tained that  very  easily,  whether  or  not  that  was  true.-' 

A.  I  will  suggest.  Mr.  [ngalls:  1  don't  want  to  he  imperti- 
nent, but  1  must  suggest  that  our  records  are  public,  and  I  can 
read,  and  1  could  have  found  it  out  if  1  wanted  to,  of  course.  I 
think  your  questions  are  certainly  a  waste  of  time.  I  don't  want 
to  accuse  you  of  wasting  time,  but  it  is  evident  that  those  ques- 
tions are  wholly  useless. 

O.   Why  didn't  you  ascertain  whether  he  was  or  not? 

A.  Do  you  deem  that  material?  L  think  I  shall  refuse  to 
answer  anything  hut  material  questions,  to  expedite  this  investi- 
gation. I  am  very  much  interested  in  this  proceeding.  If  there 
i,s  anything-  material  you  ask  me  about  \  will  answer  it. 

O.   You  have  shown  you  are  interested? 

A.   Yes,  ]  am  interested. 

O.  Now,  I  ask  you  whether  you  did  not  ascertain  whether  he 
was  put  on  the  game  warden   force  as  a  cover  for  political  work? 

A.   Your  question  is  absolutely  foolish. 

Senator  H listing :  (to  Mr.  [ngalls)  1  will  call  your  attention 
to  the  fact  that  it  does  not  stale  in  the  charge  that  he  was  on  the 
game  warden  force. 

Witness  (to  Mr.  [ngalls)    1  wish  you  would  go  on. 

Mr.  Ingalls :      I  move  that  Mr.  Blaine  he  required  to  answer  it. 

A.  I  didn't  do  it  because  1  didn't.  I  will  give  the  old  lady's 
answer  "Because."     Is  that  an  answer? 
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The  Chairman:  Q.  For  the  same  reason  that  yon  did  not  in- 
vestigate the  color  of  his  hair,  I  suppose. 

\\  itness:      Yes,  for  the  same  reason;  because  1  didn't. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  (to  the  chairman)  Can  yon  see  a  parallel- 
ism between  the  color  of  the  hair  and  the  corrupt  and  unlawful 
use  of  money  ? 

The  Chairman  :  It  the  chair  was  asked  to  rule  whether  it  was 
material  to  this  issue  to  determine  why  Mr.  Blaine  did  not  in- 
quire whether  he  was  a  game  warden,  when  there  is  nothing-  of 
that  kind  in  the  charge,  the  chair  would  rule,  without  hesitation. 
that  it  was  entirely  immaterial. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     We  might  take  issue  with  that. 

The  Chairman:  Any  more  than  the  fact  that  Mr.  Blaine  did 
not  determine  what  the  color  of  his  hair  was. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  think  there  is  a  great  difference  between 
those  two  things. 

Q.  Did  yon  regard  that  as  important,  in  making  this  charge, 
Mr.  Blaine,  as  to  whether  or  not  he  was  put  on  this  force  for  po- 
litical purposes,  without  pay?     Did  you  regard  that  as  material? 

A.  1  will  have  to  leave  that  to  the  committee  to  determine. 
when  they  make  the  report.  When  they  make  the  report  they 
can  report  on  that. 

Q.    Did  you  regard  it  as  material,  to  find  it  out? 

\.   When  T  made  the  charge"-' 

Q.  Yes  ;  did  you  regard  it  as  material  to  find  out  whether  or 
nut  he  was  put  on  the  force,  without  pay,  for  political  purposes? 

A.    1  made  no  effort  to  ascertain  whether  he  was  or  not. 

Q.  Did  yon  regard  it  as  important  in  making  the  charge,  that 
tact  ? 

A.  1  think  there  were  things  of  so  much  greater  importance 
that  a  thing  of  that  kind  certainly  could  be  passed  up. 

Q.  Well,  now.  this  letter  says,  this  communication:  "lie 
stated  to  me  in  the  hearing  of  several  others  that  he  had  $300  of 
Stephenson's  money  to  spend  in  the  primary  campaign."  Now. 
on  that  statement  did  you  think  that  yon  were  justified  in  stating 
that  he  had  that  money  for  use  corruptly  and  unlawfully? 

A.   I  did. 

O.  And  from  that  statement  how  did  you  arrive  at  that  con- 
clusion ? 

A.  1  think  1  explained  to  yon  the  other  day,  when  I  was  on 
the  stand,  that  there  was  a  corruption   fund  here  possibly  of — I 
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don't  know  how  much  yet :  as  far  as  you  have  gone — you  do 
know  there-  is  $111,000,  I  believe.  That  that  fund  was  used  for 
a  certain  purpose,  and  the  payment  of  $300  to  one  man  looked, 
upon  the  face  of  it,  corrupt;  and  was  only  incidental,  merely  in- 
cidental, to  the  general  debauching  and  corruption,  as  alleged  in 
the  first  three  charges  that  I  riled  ;  and  I  think  I  made,  in  my 
speech  before  the  senate,  the  statement  that  all  of  these  charges, 
outside  of  the  first  three,  in  the  paying  of  money  to  candidates 
for  the  senate  and  assembly,  were  mere  incidents,  insignificant 
compared  with  the  debauchery  and  corruption  that  was  com- 
mitted in  tlie  campaign.  I  put  in  those  tilings  for  the  purpose 
that  if  the  investigation  were  confined  to  specific  charges,  then 
the  technical  sense  of  some  gentlemen  might  not  be  appealed  to 
with  such  stricture:  and  you  could  investigate  the  entire  subject. 

O.  My  (juotion  is,  whether  or  not  this  communication  to 
yi  m — 

A.  (interrupting)  I  wish  the  reporter  would  read  the  ques- 
tion you  did  ask. 

Q.  Now,  my  question  is,  whether  this  communication  to  you, 
as  follows:  "lie  stated  to  me  in  the  hearing  of  several  others 
that  he  had  $300  of  Stephenson's  money  to  spend  in  the  primary 
campaign."'- — Xow.  I  will  ask  you  if  that  communication  to  you 
was  sufficient  for  you  to  charge  that  he  corruptly  and  unlaw- 
fully used  it  ? 

A.  Incidental  to  the  general  charges,  or  to  the  charges  I  have 
made  preceding  that  charge.  .Merely  incidental.  I  did  consider 
it  so,  yes,  most  emphatically. 

(J.  Did  it  occur  to  you  that  you  might  be  entirely  wrong  about 
that? 

A.  It  was  not  for  me  to  obtain  the  evidence  to  convict  Mr. 
Stephenson  or  Mr.  Cook,  or  any  other  candidate  for  the  United 
States  senate:  and  it  occurred  to  me  to  file  those  charges  which 
had  some  foundation,  so  that  an  investigation  could  lie  had  by  a 
power  greater  than  any  one  man.  Xow,  that  is  the  way  I  re- 
garded it.  I  say  that  frankly,  and  1  hope  that  you  will  put  that 
down,  and  understand  it. 

O.  You  regarded  it  as  a  serious  matter  to  make  charges,  any 
way,  didn't  you  ? 

A.  I  regarded  it  as  very  much  my  duty  to  make  charges; 
seriously  my  duty,  yes,  sir. 

O.   And  do  von  think  that  a  communication  to  you  that  some 
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man  in  Sauk  cdunty,  managing  a  primary  campaign,  as  this  ap- 
pear- to  be,  spent  $300, — do  you  think  you  would  be  justified  in 
charging  corruption  and  fraud  on  that  statement? 

A.  I  would  when  tin-  statement  comes  from  a  gentleman  like 
Air.  Stone,  in  view  of  the  other  facts  dial  were  known,  yes. 

O.    Did  you  know  of  any  other  facts  about  Sauk  county? 

A.  \1iout  Sauk  county?  No,  1  didn't  say  anything  about  Sauk 
count}'. 

Q.   This  was  in  Sauk  count}-? 

A.   Yes,  sir,  this  was  in  Sauk  county. 

O.    Did  you  know  of  any  other  corrupt  conduct  in  Sauk  county? 

A.  I  didn't  investigate. 

Q.  Do  you  now  want  to  lie  understood,  Mr.  Blaine,  as  experi- 
enced in  politics  to  some  extent,  that  an  expenditure  of  $300  in 
Sauk  count}-  in  the  primary  campaign, — that  the  mere  expendi- 
ture, without  any  explanation  of  it,  i-  corrupt  and  unlawful  con- 
duct ? 

A.   Do  I  want  to  he  understood  now  as  having  that  opinion.-' 

(  Question  read.  ) 

A.  Well,  I  certainly  would  answer  that  question  by  saying  that 
since  this  investigation  has  started  and  proceeded  to  this  point, 
I  believe  it  now,  stronger  than  1  ever  did;  and  I  believed  it  then. 
Don't  forget  Mr.  Ingalls,  that  these  charge;  are  incidental  to  the 
great  charge  of  debauching  and  corruption  of  the  electorate  of 
Wisconsin.  It  i>  coming  under  the  head  of  Sio5,ooo.  as  charged 
in  the  first  three  charges.  Keep  that  in  view  whenever  you  ask 
me  a  question:  or  at  leasl  I  shall  keep  it  in  view  when  1  answer 
you. 

(  ).    \o\v;  you  had   no  knowledge — 

A.  i  interrupting  i  If  1  had  only  tin-  knowledge  or  information 
coming  to  me  simply  of  that  charge  No.  !.  T  would  not  have  con- 
sidered that  of  sufficient  importance  to  present  t<>  the  legislature. 
standing  alone.  That  is  only  one  little  fact  :  only  a  mere  incident, 
that  make-  up  the  entire  corruption  and  debauching.  That  is 
the  p<  >int. 

Q.  N.dw.  vou  don't  want  to  he  understood,  Mr.  Blaine,  that  the 
mere  fact  that  $300  was  spent  in  Sauk  county,  if  it  was  -pent  in 
the  ordinary  primary  campaign,  would  he  sufficient  to  attract  any 
notice  whatever,  would  you? 

A.   As  one  of  the  incidents;  in  the  light  of  what  was  known. 
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Q.  You  understand  me.  that  that  fact  itself  you  would  not 
regard  as  sufficient  to  attract  attention,  if  it  stood  alone? 

A.  That  is,  separate  all  knowledge  that  you  have  of  corrup- 
tion and  debauchery,  standing  alone? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Why,  ]  would  consider  it  would  not  he  presumption  of 
fraud  and  corrupt  use  of  money,  no. 

Q.  Why  do  you  say  that,  Senator?  That  it  would  not  be  so 
considered,  standing  alone?     Why  do  you  say  that? 

A.  We  are  coming  down  to  a  pretty  hue  point;  why  do  1  say 
it?     I  say  it  because  I  believe  it. 

Q.  J  understand  you  base  it  on  some  process  of  reasoning. 
Why  do  you  say  that  that,  standing  alone,  would  not  he  any  evi- 
dence of  corruption? 

A.   You  are  asking  for  an  opinion,  that  is  my  opinion. 

O.  What  do  you  base  your  opinion  on? 

A.   Well,  you  can  run  that  hack  until  you  run  it  into  the  ground.. 

Q.  Your  opinions  don't  go  that  way.  "Sour  opinions  go  up. 
and  not  down. 

A.  Thank  you.  That  is  the  first  compliment  I  have  received 
from  this  side  of  the  committee. 

Q.   Why  do  you  say  that? 

A.    1  -wear,  your  question  is  pretty  hard  to  answer:     "Why?" 

O.  Xo,  1  don't  think  so.  Here  is  a  county,  Sauk  county,  iso- 
lated, separated  from  another  count)-,  and  a  man  spent  $300  in 
the  count)-,  and  you  say  that  might  he  insufficient  to  attract  any 
attention.  Why  do  you  say  that?  Is  it  on  account  of  the  amount 
of  it,  or  on  account  of  the  fact  that  it  might  he  used  legitimately,, 
or  what  is  your  reason? 

A.  Well,  $300  given  to  one  man.  in  a  senatorial  campaign, 
independent  of  all  other  facts,  of  course  puts  up  a  very  foolish 
proposition.  I  don't  know  as  any  man  could  say  why.  You  are 
putting  up  a  ludicrous  position. 

Q.  On  account  of  the  amount  being  so  small? 

A.  You  have  got  to  get  out  of  that  line  of  questioning  before 
you  can  get  any  information  that  is  going  to  do  this  committee 
any  good.  If  you  eliminate  the  $106,000,  and  bring  it  down,  and 
say  that  the  campaign  for  United  States  senator  was  conducted 
in  Sauk  count)'  alone,  then  I  can  begin  to  answer  you  question. 
T  can  begin  to  analyze.  $300  could  be  used  corruptly  and  unlaw- 
fully in  Sauk  count)-,  independent  of  any  other  fact. 
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(  Former  ptestion  repeated  as  follows:  "Q.  Here  is  a  count  v. 
Sauk  county,  isolated,  separated  from  another  county ,  and  a  man 
spent  $300  in  the  county,  and  you  say  that  might  he  insufficient 
to  attract  any  attention.  Why  do  you  say  that?  Is  it  on  account 
of  the  amount  of  it.  or  on  account  of  the  fact  that  it  might  he  used 
legitimately,  or  what  is  your  reason?") 

A.    It  might  he  used  very  corrupt! v. 

O.    Mow,  you  say  it  might  be  used  very  corruptly? 

A.  Now,  I  tell  you.  Mr.  [ngalls,  your  question  is  nonsensi- 
cal.    Allow  me  to  state  that  to  you. 

Q.    Probably  that  is  so,  but  1  want  you  to  answer. 

A.  I  am  not  going  to  answer  it.  Yon  can  spend  more  time 
monkeying  along,  in  that  way.  It  is  certainly  disgusting.  If  you 
ask  me  something  I  know  about  I  wiil  answer  you;  and  for  God's 
sake  he  decent  about  it,  and  go  on  with  this  examination. 

Q.   You  don't  desire  to  show  any  temper  here? 

A.  (  )h,  no.      T  never  show  any  temper. 

O.  Xow,  my  question  is:  You  say  that  $300  spent  in  the 
county,  irrespective  of  all  the  other  charges,  might  not  be  suffi- 
cient to  attract  any  attention  with  reference  to  fraud  and  corrup- 
tion.     Xow.  I  ask-  you  why  you  answer  that? 

A.  1  will  say:  It  might  and  might  not  be;  and  it  could  and 
it  could  not  be.  J  can  chase  that  on.  It  is  a  will  of  the  wis])  that 
you  are  after,  man. 

Q.   You  say  that  by  reason  of  the  amount? 

A.  You  are  just  chasing  a  will  of  the  wisp.  It  doesn't  amount 
10  anything.  What  is  the  matter  with  you?  \Yhv  don't  you 
tumble  to  the  real  purpose  of  this  investigation,  man?  If  you 
want  to  pass  a  resolution  of  censure,  pass  it.  1  will  call  a  spade 
a  spade,  pretty  soon.  Xow,  go  on  and  ask  me  something  I  know 
about,  and  I  will  tell  you  all  T  know,  and  you  can  go  on  with  your 
investigatii  >n. 

O.  How  long  do  you  think  it  would  take  you  to  tell  us  all  you 
km  >w  ? 

A.  It  would  take  me  all  of  this  day,  and  tomorrow,  and  next 
week,  the  way  you  are  insisting  1  must  do. 

<^.  Now,  do  you  think'.  Mr.  Blaine,  that  $300  spent  in  S;tuk 
I'tiunty  in  an  ordinary  way  that  you  spend  money  in  campaigns, 
or  that  is  usually  spent  in  campaigns,  is  an  evidence  of  corrup- 
tion .' 
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A.  Well,  what  do  you  call  "the  ordinary  way.'*'  I  have  got 
tu  get  a  definition,  now.  of  some  of  your  words.  I  have  got  to 
cross-examine. 

Q.  Well,  1  don't  know  anything  about  campaigns.  You  say 
you  have  been  in  several  of  them. 

A.    I    haven't    said    that. 

<L>.   Please  read  the  question. 
Quest  ion  read ). 

A.  You  say  "in  tin  ordinary  way."  In  the  way  that  I 
would  spend  it.  or  in  the  way  thai  it  is  spent  by  other  men? 
Your  question  is  absolutely  ridiculous.  Now,  he  square  and  ask 
square  questions.  -Inst  as  well  start  in  now.  you  might  as  well 
starl   righi  in  now.  .Mr.  [ngalls. 

Q.  Well,  Air.  Blaine,  do  yon  think  thai  il  is  possible  to  spend 
t:;ii()  in  ;i  primary  campaign  in  Sauk  county  legitimately  .' 

A.   I  should  think'  il   is  possible',  yes. 

<v>.  Well,  do  you  think  it  would  be  possible  to  spend  legiti- 
mately in  Sank  county  a  thousand  dollars  in  a  primary  cam- 
paign .' 

A.    I    don't     know. 

<v).  Well,  how  do  you  conclude  thai  it  might  he  Legitimate  to 
spend   $3001 

A.    Go   out    and    spend    it    legitimately. 

0.    How    is    that  .' 

A.   (Jo    out    and    spend    it    legitimately. 

Q.  How.' 

A.  Well.  I  would  hav<  to  he  in  a  campaign  in  Sauk  county 
to  tell  yon. 

(v).  Well,  how  would  yon  do  it  over  in  your  county,  legiti- 
mately .' 

A.   Well.  I  don't  think  I  would  do  it.     Never  had  to. 

<v>.  Well,  you  say  yon  could  do  it  legitimately.  How  would 
you  .' 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  could  or  not.  I  have  never  tried 
u>  spend  >k'300  in  Grant  county— never  spont  it. 

Q.  Well,  how  are  you  able  to  state  that  it  could  be  done 
legitimately  if  you  never  had  any  experience? 

A.  I  am  not  able  to  state,  then,  if  I  have  never  had  any  ex- 
perience. 

Q.  Now.  here  is  this  next  one  here,  number  5.  What  did  you 
base  that  on.  Mr.  Blaine? 
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A.  1  based  thai  on  this  statement,  this  is  the  memorandum  I 
took  when  it  was  given  to  me:  ''Hambrecht  of  Racine  reported 
to  have  handled  money  and  paid  for  his  influence  to  support — 
I  suppose  Stephenson  looked  afttr  Racine  and  vest  counties, 
for  Stephenson,  traveled  around  for  Stephenson  for  pay.  Con- 
nor may  know  of  that."  That  refers  to  W.  D.  Connor.  "Mr. 
Campbell  of  Milwaukee  was  informed  that  Hambrecht  was  one 
of  the  sub-agents  of  Stephenson." 

By  Mr.  Hambreeht:     How  it  that  name  Hambrecht  spelled? 

A.    1   don't  know. 

Q.  I  understand  it  is  Hambright.  How  is  it  written  on  your 
note1 .' 

A.  H-a-m-b-r-e-c-h-t,  I  think,  but  I  believe  I  corrected  that 
when  I  put  it  in  the  charge. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  it  is  .' 

A.  Yes.  I  know  who  it  is. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  h<    spells  his  name.' 

A.    [   don't   know  how  he  spells  his  name. 

Q.  Is  it  C.  M.  .' 

.Mr.  Ingalls:  Oh.  you  have  been  exonorated  here  time  and 
time  again. 

Mr.  Whitman:  We  will  pass  a  blanket  resolution  exonerat- 
ing yon. 

After  a  short  7-eeess: 

By  Mr.   Ingalls: 

Q.  Going  back  to  charge  4.  I  forgot  a  question  or  ewo.  I  will 
ask  yon  whether  or  not  since  you  got  the  letter  from  Mr.  Stone 
yon  have  seen  him  occasionally  or  often?  Have'  you  seen  Mr. 
Stone  frequently  since  that  time? 

A.    Yes. 

Q.  Is  this  letter  one  of  those  that  you  have  had  locked  up? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  You  thought  it  was  of  sufficient  importance  to  keep  it 
locked    up.' 

A.  WeU,  yes.  I  did. 

Q.  Now  I  think  you  stated  your  information  with  reference 
to  the  fifth  charge — ■ 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  would  like  to  ask  now  again  if  Mr, 
Blaine  knows  this  party  referred  to  as  Hambrecht? 

A.  This  Hambrecht  of  Racine? 
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Q.  Yes. 
A.   No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  his  initials  arc' 

A.  No.  I  don't.     It  is  Hanibright.     Thai   is  the  man  I  refer 
to.  Hambright — not   Hambrecht. 

By  Mr.   Ingalls: 

0-  Now    you    merely    made    a    mi  morandum    yourself   aboul 
that  ? 

A.   That's  all. 

Q.    When  did  you  write  that  down.  Senator? 

A.  The  24th  of  January.  I  think. 

Q,   And   who   was   it    told  you   about    it.' 

A.  Mr.  Campbell. 

<v>.   Of   Milwaukee.' 

A.  Of  Milwaukee. 

Q.  Who  is  he.' 

A.   1   think   he  on,,  of  the  editors  of  the   Milwaukee'  Journal. 

Q.    What    did   he  say    t<i  you  .' 

A.  -lust    ;is   the   memorandum    I    have. 

Q.   And  do  you  recall   now.  independent  of  your  memoranda. 
what    he   said    to   you  .' 

A.    Xo.    I    don't,    not    in    detail. 

0-    Did  you   talk'   with    him   once   or  twice:' 

A.    1    talk<  d    with    him    onee. 

(^.  And   where  was  that   conversation? 

A.  That    was   in    Milwaukee. 

<v>.   And  do  you  know  how  you  happened  to  interview  him? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How   was   it .' 

A.  1  had  Mi'.  Powell  make  an  appointment  for  me  with  Mr. 
Campbell. 

<L>.   What  is  Campbell's  position  with  the  .Milwaukee  Journal? 

A.   That   I  don't  know.     I  think  he's  on.    (if  the  editors. 

Q.  Well,  how  did  you  happen  to  get  Powell  to  make  tlie  ap- 
pointment .' 

A.  Mr.  Powell  Mas  the  reporter  for  the  Milwaukee  Journal 
at  the  time,  and  1  asked  him  to  make  tin  appointment  so  that 
I   could  have  a  talk  with  Mr.  Campbell. 

<,).  Now.  are  you  able  to  give  us  anything  that  Campbell 
said  about  Hambright  ? 
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A.  This  states,  I  think,  all  thai  he  said  about  it.    There  might 
have  been  more  talk,  but  this  is  the  substanc<    of  the  talk. 

Q.  Will  you   read   that  answer,   Mr.   Reporter. 
(Previous  answer  of  witness  quoting  memorandum  read   by 
the  reporter.) 

Q.   Well,  aside   from  wlial    is  in  thai   statement,  Senator,  did 
you  gel   any  information   thai   you   now   recall   from   Campbell? 

A.   \ot   other  than  this!  in   reference  to  thai   subject,  no. 

Q.   Did  you  understand  he  had     personal    knowledge  of  the 
subject .' 

A.  Xo.  I  understood  that  he  did  not  have  personal  knowledge. 

Q.  But  he  understood  from  reports  that  that  was  true? 

A.   That's  the  way   I    understood  it.  yes,  sir. 

(x).  And  other  than  this  talk  witli  Campbell,  you  have  no  in- 
formation on  this  subject  .' 

A.    None,  whatever,  at  that  time. 

Q.   I)"  you  know  1  lambright  personally? 

A.   No,  1  never  knew  him. 

O.   Did  you  understand  that  Campbell  knew  him  personally? 

A.   I  .don't  know  whether  he  did  or  not. 

O.   Did  you  learn  what  Hambright's  business  was? 

A.   No,  sir. 

O.  Did  you  learn  whether  or  not  he  bad  always  been  a  Steph- 
en >on  man  ? 

A.    I  did  not,  no,  sir. 

O.  And  is  that  all  of  the  documentary  evidence  that  you  have 
with  reference  to  this  charge? 

A.  That  is  all,  yes,  sir. 

O.  Did  you  keep  that  locked  up? 

A.  It  was  with  my  other  papers.  You  understand  I  took  this 
to  my  safe  at  home.      I  tell  you  that  now. 

Q.   Now,  in  reference  to  charge  6. 

A.  1  had  an  editorial  in  the  Appleton  Crescent  on  that,  and  I 
looked  for  that  among  the  papers*,  but  I  didn't  find  it.  so  all  that 
I  remember  is  that  it  was  an  editorial  that  conveyed  the  informa- 
tion that  Roy  Morse  of  Fond  du  Lac  was  one  of  the  Stephenson 
agents,  and  if  I  remember  right,  the  editorial  suggested  a  thous- 
and dollars — said  a  thousand  dollars,  I  am  not  certain  about  that. 
I  thought  1  bad  the  editorial. 

Q.   Tn  what  paper? 
61 
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A.   The  Appleton  Crescent  is  my  best  recollection. 

O.  Von  haven't  got  that  clipping? 

A.   No.   I  haven't  that  clipping". 

O.   Is  that  the  only  information  yon  have  in  reference  to  that? 

A.  That  is  all,  yes,  sir. 

O.  Now.  13.  I  think  -1,  5,  (i,  13  and  14  are  the  only  ones  that 
we  didn't  examine  about  the  other  day.  Now,  Senator,  will  you 
give  us  your  evidence  on  that  charge  13  ? 

A.  I  simply  have  this  memorandum  that  I  wrote  down,  in 
Milwaukee  at  the  same  time  that  I  took  the  Hambright  mem- 
orandum. 

O.  Will  you  read  that  ? 

A.  "E.  M.  Hyzer,  C.  &  N.  W  attorney.  Milwaukee;  Stephen- 
son interests  must  have  had  support  of  C.  &  N.  W.  railway 
attorneys.  That  the  Stephenson  interests  attempted  to  defeat 
former  assemblyman  Nelson — Forest,  Langlade  and  Florence 
counties — in  the  primary  by  getting  votes  against  him  for  an- 
other candidate.  Knowledge  came  to  Nelson  and  Max  Sells,  a 
local  attorney  for  C.  &  N.  V.  Max  Sells  called  to  Milwaukee 
to  see  Hyzer.  Hyzer  told  him.  Sells,  they  gave  him  a  good  deal 
of  business,  and  was  told  to  defeat  Nelson,  because  he  wouldn't 
promise  to  support  Stephenson.  \Y.  D.  Connor  told  this,  as  in- 
formation from  Max  Sells,  to  Campbell  on  train  into  Milwaukee. 

It  is  reported  that  llyzer  looked  after  Stephenson's  interests 
through  local  C.  &  N.  W  attorneys,  unable  to  find  out  what 
ones,  but  presume  you  know,  and  that  Sells  or  Connor  could  give 
information  to  this  effect." 

O.  Now,  that  data  you  made  yourself? 

A.  That  data  I  wrote  down  myself. 

Q.  And  based  on  what  ? 

A.   The  conversation  with   Mr.  Campbell. 

O.  Based  on  anything  else,  Senator? 

A.  That's  all. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  Campbell  had  personal  knowl- 
edge of  these  facts  that  he  gave  to  you? 

A.  Campbell  ?     No.  I  didn't  understand  that  he  had. 

Q.  But  it  was  given  you  from  something  which  had  been  told 
to  Campbell? 

A.  That  is  the  way  I  understood  it.  In  fact,  that  was  the  way 
it  was  given  to  me. 

Q.   Aside  from  that,  have  you  any  other  information? 
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A.  J  had  none  at  that  time,  no.  sir. 

Q.  And  did  you  keep  that  memoranda  locked  up  in  your  safe? 

A.  This  was  with  the  other  papers. 

Q.  Now,  1  will  ask  you.  Senator,  with  reference  to  charge  L3 
and  charge  'i,  whether  you  ever  talked  with  Connor  about  it? 

A.   No,  I  never  did,  no,  sir. 

Q.  And  did  you  make  any  effort  whatever  to  verify  these 
a-^ide  from  what  you  learned   from  Campbell? 

A.  I  didn't  have  time.  no.  !  had  no  time  to  do  anything  of 
that  kind. 

Q.  Was  your  visit  to  Milwaukee  on  purpose  to  talk  with 
Campbell  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

(J.  And  .Mr.  Powell  made  the  arrangement ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  1  I.  Will  you  give  us  your  evidence  bearing  on  that 
charge  ? 

A.  Well,  I  have  no  memorandum — 1  thought  I  had,  but  T 
think  that  Mr.  Campbell  talked  that  over  with  me,  that  that  was 
possibly  true  in  the  Third  ward  of  Milwaukee. 

(J.  Do  you  recall  what  Campbell  said  to  you  bearing  on  the 
1  1th  charge  ? 

A.   Nothing  more  than  that  was  the  presumption. 

Q.  hid  he  pretend  to  have  any  personal  knowledge  of  any- 
thing connected  with  that? 

A.  No,  he  didn't  pretend  to  have  any  personal  knowledge.  I 
wouldn't  say  for  certain  that  -Mr.  Campbell  talked  with  me  about 
that,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  he  did. 

Q.  You  intended  that  more  a-  a  general  allegation  under 
which  proof  might  be  introduced? 

A.   A  general   allegation. 

O.  Well,  now  have  you  given  us  all  the  information  that  you 
had  bearing  on  these  various  charges.  Mr.  Blaine? 

A.  I  think  1  have,  yes.  That's  all  1  remember  at  this  time. 
There  might  have  been  other  suggestions  prior  to  the  $6th  by 
some — 1  don't  remember  of  any. 

Mr.  Ingalls:      I  think  that's  all. 

The  Chairman:  Any  other  member  of  the  committee  wish  to 
a<k  any  questions  ? 

Mr.  Ilyzer:  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  question 
when  the  committee  is  through. 
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Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  had  just  a  couple  of  questions  I  wanted  to 
ask  him. 

The  Chairman:  Do  you  prefer  to  wait  until  the  committee  is 
through  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:     No,  at  any  time  you  desire. 

The  Chairman:     You  might  do  it  now,  then. 

By  Mr.  Hyzer: 

O.  Senator,  in  charge  number  13  it  is  stated  that  the  persons 
named  in  charge  13  violated  chapter  492  of  the  laws  of  1905. 
Was  that  charge  made  entirely  and  wholly  upon  information 
which  you  received  in  the  office  of  the  Milwaukee  Journal? 

A.  Well,  that  is  the — the  connection  with  E.  F.  Nelson  was, 
hut  it  was  generally  talked  throughout  the  state  that  during  the 
campaign  the  North- Western  Railroad  company  was  closely  al- 
lied with  the  Stephenson  interests  and  that  many  of  the  local 
attorneys  were  his  agents  and  supporters,  and,  of  course,  it  would 
naturally  be  presumed  by  myself  that  their  chief  counsel  in  the 
state  would  he  cognizant  of  those  facts,  and  I  think  that  it  was 
stated  generally — now  I  can't  say  who  stated  it — but  that  Mr. 
Hyzer,  .Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Stephenson  had  a  meeting  at 
Madison  prior  to  the  state  convention — this  is  mere  rumor,  you 
understand — it  was  talked  at  the  state  convention,  but  there  were 
so  man)-  things  talked  at  the  state  convention  it  is  hard  to  state 
who  talked  it ;  and  then  the  suggestion  was  made  that  Mr.  Steph- 
enson should  indorse  Mr.  Edmonds  for  chairman  of  the  state 
central  committee,  because  you  felt  that  your  interests  had  done 
too  much  for  Mr.  Stephenson  for  him  to  refuse  to  support  Mr. 
Edmonds. 

Mr.  Bray:  A  little  louder. 

A.  This  was  especially  for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Hyzer.  He 
wanted  to  know  where  this  information  came  from.  That  was 
about  the  sum  and  substance  of  the  whole  proposition,  Mr.  Hyzer. 
And.  while  this  refers  specifically  to  Nelson,  it  would  have  been 
more  inclusive  if  it  had  been  a  general  charge,  rather  than  Mr. 
Nelson,  I  concede  that. 

O.  I  understood  you  the  other  day.  Senator,  to  testify  that  all 
the  knowledge  which  you  had  in  support  of  charge  number  13 
was  contained  in  written  memoranda  which  you  at  that  time  said 
you  would  produce? 

A.  Well,  I  think  that  is  correct — that  is,'  especially  referring 
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to  the  opposition  to  Mr.  Nelson — yes,  as  the  charge  stands — yes, 
I  think  that  is  correct;  but  as  to  the  general  proposition,  why, 
that  wasn't  correct. 

Q.  Did  you  obtain  all  of  the  evidence  or  information  upon 
which  charge  number  13  rests,  in  the  office  of  the  .Milwaukee 
Journal  ? 

A.  No,  not  in  the  office  of  the  Milwaukee  Journal. 

O.  Well,  ftom  Air.  Campbell? 

A.  From  Mr.  Campbell,  yes.  That  is,  that  particular  charge  as 
it  stands  there. 

O.  That  is  what  I  am  talking  about. 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  correct,  but,  you  understand,  that  my  mind 
of  course  had  what  I  have  stated  to  you,  I  had  that  in  mind  in 
addition  to  this,  but  1  don't  think  that  would  apply  generally,  be- 
cause this  is  more  specific.  If  I  were  drawing  it  again,  I  would 
draw  it  a  little  different.     I  drew  it  at  night,  a  little  hurriedly. 

O.  I  infer  that  while  you  got  the  information  in  support  of 
charge  number  13  from  Mr.  Campbell,  it  was  not  in  the  office  of 
the  Milwaukee  Journal? 

A.    XV),  it  was  not  in  the  office  of  the  Milwaukee  Journal. 

O.  But  at  the  time  you  got  it  you  understood  that  Mr  Campbell 
was  connected  with  the  Milwaukee  Journal? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  You  have  spoken.  Senator,  about  my  presence  in  Madison 
at  some  time,  just  now? 

A.  Ye>.  That  was,  as  I  said,  quite  generally  talked  of,  I  be- 
lieve. 

Q.  Have  you  personal  knowledge  to  that  effect? 

A.   Not  at  all. 

Q.  Perhaps  I  should  ask  you  whether  you  know  when  it  is 
alleged  that  such  a  meeting  took  place? 

A.  Just  prior  to  the  state  convention. 

O.  The  state  convention  ? 

A.  The  Republican  platform  convention. 

O.  Did  you  understand  that  it  was  just  prior,  the  day  before 
you  said,  or  didn't  you  understand  anything  about  it? 

A.  I  think  it  was  when  I  came  to  Madison.  I  know  it  had 
been  talked  before  that.  It  was  a  peculiar  thing  about  the  cam- 
paign, speaking  of  corporations  and  their  activity  in  campaigns, 
that  there  had  been  no  intimation  or  even  rumor  of  a  St.  Paul  at- 
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torney  taking  any  part  in  the  senatorial  campaign,  but  it  was  quite 
generally  rumored  that  the  Northwestern  attorneys  had  taken 
part.  1  had  no  knowledge  of  that,  but  1  think  that  was  talked, 
as  men  talk  on  trains  and  so  on. 

Mr.  Hyzer :  That  is  all  I  care  to  ask  the  senator. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls : 

O.  I  wanted  to  ask  you  a  few  questions  with  reference  to  Mr. 
Eastman.  Now  1  understand  the  only  talk  you  had  with  East- 
man was  over  here  at  Madison  relative  to  this  subject,  that  is, 
the  particular  talk  ? 

A.  That  was  the  particular  talk,  yes. 

Q.  Now,  you  have  for  years  been  intimately  acquainted  with 
Eastman,  haven't  you,  Senator? 

A.  Well.  I  wouldn't  say  intimately.  I  have  known  Mr.  East- 
man for  quite  a  while. 

O.  Well,  haven't  you  been  in  close  relations  from  a  business 
standpoint  ? 

A.   No.     No. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  give  us  just  what  Eastman  said  to  you  on 
that  occasion  ? 

A.   I  can't.     I  can't  repeat  the  conversation. 

Q.  Well,  as  near  as  you  can  recall  it,  it  was  a  recent  talk? 

A.  Only  in  substance.  I  can  tell  what  happened,  thats  all, 
as  1  told  the  other  day. 

Q.   Was  it  a  confidential  talk  ? 

A.  I  think — well,  he  talked  to  me— I  don't  know  whether  it  was 
confidential  or  not. 

O.  Well,  were  you  alone? 

A.  We  were  alone. 

O.  And  what  did  he  say  to  you — what  did  Eastman  say  to  you. 
Senator  ? 

A.  Well,  I  think  I  stated  that  the  other  day.  He  came  down 
to  Madison,  or  he  was  here,  and  in  substance,  well,  I  am  not  try- 
ing to  state  the  exact  conversation  or  the  exact  language — that 
he  attempted  to  pull  me  off  and  lay  down  on  the  investigation. 

O.  Now,  I  would  like  to  have  you  give  just  whal  he  said,  if 
y<  m  can  ? 

A.  Well,  I  can't  do  it.     No,  I  can't, 

Q.   Now.  are  you  giving  us  your  construction  of  what  he  said? 

A.  Just  the  substance  of  what  he  said.  That's  all  I  can  give  you. 
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O.  Do  you  mean  by  that  the  substance  of  his  language? 

A.  The  substance  of  the  conversation  as  I  gathered  it  from  my 
talk  with  him  and  his  talk  with  me. 

U.  Well,  are  you  able  to  positively  give  any  distinct  language 
that  he  used  to  you  ? 

A.   O,  no,  1  wouldn't  attempt  to. 

O.  Now,  is  it  possible  that  you  have  placed  a  wrong  construc- 
tion on  what  he  said  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  so.  No;  I  don't  think  I  could  have.  It  would 
be  impossible. 

O.  Xow,  from  your  talk  did  you  attribute  any  improper  motive 
to  what  he  said  to  you  ? 

A.  That  is,  improper  motive  in  relation  to  what? 

O.  Relative  to  this  matter. 

A.  If  I  understand  your  question  right,  I  would  say  no.  I 
don't  know  as  I  understand  your  question. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  regard  what  he  said  to  you  as  an  improper 
thing  for  him  to  do? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  And  you  so  told  him  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did,  if  I  remember.  I  don't  remember  whether  I 
told  him  or  not.  I  wouldn't  say  that  I  did.  I  don't  believe  that 
I  was  criticizing  him  for  what  he  did.  He  is  an  older  man  than 
I  am,  and  it  was  his  business  to  do  as  he  pleased. 

O.  Xow,  he  was  very  much  interested  in  your  campaign  for 
you,  wasn't  he? 

A.  I  think  he  was  for  me — yes,  I  think  he  was. 

O.  Y\  ell,  wasn't  he  especially  interested  in  your  campaign? 

A.  I  don't  think  so. 

Q.  Didn't  he  spend  considerable  time  and  money  for  vou  ? 

A.  1  don't  believe  he  ever  spent  a  dollar  for  me,  or  a  moment, 
not  that  I  know  of. 

O.  Didn't  he  come  down  to  Platteville  with  you  and  adjust  a 
considerable  political  difference  there  between  factions  in  that  lo- 
cality? 

A.   Xo,  sirree,  not  for  me. 

Q.  Were  you  with  him  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  never  went  there  with  him? 

A.  Not  to  adjust  any  political  differences  for  me. 

Q.  Did  you  go  there  on  a  campaign  tour  with  him  9 
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A.  Prior  to  the  primary? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  O.  no.  -No.  He  was  making  an  adjustment  for  another 
candidate,  but  it  wasn't  for  me. 

Q.  It  wasn't  to  assist  you  at  all. 

A.  Not  to  assist  me. 

Q.  Then  he  didn't  go  around  the  county  with  you  to  assist 
you  ? 

A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  Did  lie  go  around  the  county  with  yon  .' 

A.  Not  in  the  primary,  no.  sir. 

Q.  Well,  in  the  election  .' 

A.  He  took  three  or  four  speakers  during  the  campaign,  he 
solicited  me  to  go,  Avas  very  anxious  that  I  should  go  out  and 
make  a  campaign  speech,  hut  his  entire  interest  was  in  behalf  of 
Mr.  Kopp,  the  candidate  for  congress,  not  for  me  at  all.  He 
supposed  that  I  could  have  some  influence  with  a  certain  fac- 
tion of  the  republican  party  in  Mr.  Kopp's  behalf. 

Q.  Well,  in  effect  to  that,  didn't  he  have  some  influence  which 
might  be  available  to  yon,  or  didn't  his  friends  .' 

A.  I  don't  know.  I  didn't  ask  him  whether  he  had  or  not. 
It  didn't  make  any  difference  to  me.  You  understand  I  had  no 
opposition  in  the  primary.  I  might  have  had,  but  I  didn't: 
have.  No.  I  think  his  interests  were  in  another  direction  en- 
tirely. 

Q.  Now,  as  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Blaine,  you  are  not  at- 
tempting to  attribute  any  particular  improper  motive  to  East- 
man in  your  conversation  here  at  Madison,  are  you? 

A.  O,  I  will  say  no  to  your  cpiestion,  if  I  understand  your 
question. 

Q.  Well,  now  with  reference  to  Stevens,  did  I  understand 
you  to  say  that  it  occurred  to  you  that  Mr.  Stevens  in  doing 
what  he  was  doing  was  subject  to  criticism  or  ought  to  be? 

A.  I  told  him  I  thought  it  was. 

Q.  Do  you  think  he  understood  you.' 

A.  I  think  he  did.  That  is,  I  think  he  understood  that  I 
thought  .so. 

<L>.  And  did  he  seem  to  realize  or  did  it  occur  to  him  appar- 
ently that  he  was  doing  something  wrong  in  advocating 
Stephenson's  cause. 

A.  No, — I  would  say  no  to  that  question. 
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Q.  Now,  do  you  think.  Senator;  from  the  evidence  you  have 
given  here,  taking  your  evidence  alone.  Unit  this  committee 
would  be  justified  in  finding  thai  there  had  been  corrupt  and 
unlawful  and  illegal  practices  here? 

A.  Well,  I  couldn't  answer  that  question  without  asking  you 
a  question.     Make  yourself  more  clear. 

<t>.   Well,  read  the  question. 

(Last  question  read.  I 

A.  That's  a  question  that  resls  with  tins  committee  and  not 
with  me.     I  am  not  the  prosecuting  witness. 

<L>.  Supposing  you  were  on  this  committee  here,  and  the  evi- 
dence you  have  given  had  been  presented,  do  you  think  you 
would  he  at  liberty  to  draw  any  inference  from  that  alone  that 
there  had  been  corruption  in  the  primary? 

A.  Well,  do  you  suppose  that  if  I  were  on  the  committee 
that  I  would  think  it  was  my  only  duty  to  examine  one  individ- 
ual and  then  determine  the  whole  issue  upon  that  question? 

Q.  Just  read  the  question. 

(Last  question  read.) 

A.   Now  read  my  question. 

Answer  of  witness  read  as  follows: 

"'A.  Well,  do  you  suppose  that  if  I  were  on  the  committee 
that  I  would  think  it  was  my  only  duty  to  examine  one  individ- 
ual and  then  determine  the  whole  issue  upon  that  question?" 

A.  I  would  answer  it  no — not  that  I  am  obliged  to. 

Q.   Xow.  what  is  your  answer  to  my  question  .' 

A.  I  presume  you  can't  convict  any  one  of  these  candidates 
upon  the  testimony  of  any  one  man.  You  have  got  to  take  the 
entire  circumstances  and  lads  connected  with  it. 

Q.  Please  read  my  question. 

(Question  read  as  follows: 

"Q.  Supposing  you  were  on  this  committee  here,  and  the  evi- 
dence you  have  given  had  been  presented,  do  you  think'  you 
would  be  at  liberty  to  draw  any  inference  from  that  alone  that 
there  had  been  corruption  in  the  primary.''*' 

A.    Yes.  sir  :  I  would. 

Q.  That's  all. 

Mr.  Whitman  :    When  was  this  that  Mr.  Eastman  saw  you? 

A.  Why.  it  was  the  week  following  the  introduction  of  Mr. 
Husting's  resolution:  that   is.  during  that  week:  before  1  filed 
tin-  specific  charges. 
62 
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By  Mr.  Hambrecht : 

A.  Senator,  where  was  it  that  yon  talked  with  Mr.  Edmonds 
tit  the  time  he  gave  you  the  information  with  reference  to  the 
$106,000? 

A.  In  the  Park  Hotel . 

Q.   And  where  in  the  Park  Hotel? 

A.  In  the  offiee. 

Q.    What  office.' 

A.  The  offiee  of  the  Park- 
in The  Lobby? 

A.  I  presume  they  call  it  the  lobby. 

Q.    Wel'e  yon  alone  .' 

A.    I  was  alone,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Whal  else  was  said  with  reference  to  the  conversation  be- 
sides informing  yon  1  ha t  the  expenses  were  $106j000  .' 

A.  Well,  the  conversation  was  opened  up  by  .Mi'.  Edmonds 
endeavoring  to  gel  me  to  pull  Ekerrj  oul  of  the  assembly  race  in 
Trempealeau  county. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  to  you  with  reference  to  that  ; 

A.  He  asked  me  if  I  wouldn't  do  that. 

Q.   And  what  did  you  reply? 

A.    I  told  him  1  could  not  and  would  not. 

Q.  Was  this  before  or  after  you  had  met  Mr.  Edmonds  in  his 

room? 

A.  0.  this  was  the  next  day. 

Q.   And  ymi  two  were  alone.  I  understand  .' 

A.    Well,  We  were  the  only  ones — 

Q.    No  "tie  else  engaged   in  the  con  versa  t  i<  hi  .' 

A.   No  one  else  was  engaged  in  the  conversation. 

Q.  Then  what  did  Mr.  Edmonds  say  when  you  said  you  could 
not  pull  Mr.  Ekern  out  of  the  contest? 

A.  I  told  him  that  I  could  not,  that  we  had  Mr.  Stephenson 
as  a  load  on  our  shoulders  to  carry,  and  I  didn't  propose  to  ask 
Mr.  Ekern  to  do  something  that  he  might  think  he  oughtn't  to 
do.  I  wasn't  going  to  mix  up  in  it.  It  was  generally  reported 
that  Mr.  Stephenson  had  expended  an  immense  amount  of 
money,  and  we  had  that  burden  to  carry,  and  I  wouldn't  do  it. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  then  further  with  reference  to  that  sub- 
ject. Senator? 

A.  Well,  he  suggested  that  he  didn't  know  as  he  had  spent 
such  a  oTeat  amount  of  money  in  comparison  with  others.     I 
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asked  him  how  much  he  had  spent,  and  he  told  me — about — he 
didn't  know  exactly. 

Q.  About  how  much  did  he  say? 

A.  About  $106,000. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  further  with  reference  to  the  cam- 
paign in  those  two  interviews  '. 

A.  I  think  that  when  he  first  saAv  me  that  he  hoped  that  I 
could  get  out  in  the  campaign  and  make  some  speeches  for  him. 
and  I  think  he  said  that  he  wanted  to  show  me  that  he  would 
do  all  he  could  for  the  republican  ticket,  and  so  on. 

Q.  Was  this  after  he  was  elected  chairman  ? 

A.  This  was  after. 

Q.  Did  he  invite  you  to  come  to  Milwaukee  with  reference  to 
the  campaign? 

A.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  would  like  to  have  those  documents  marked, 
T  don't  know  what  numbers  they  will  be,- Mr.  Chairman,  the 
memorandum  and  the  letter — that  is  all  he  has — the  memoran- 
dum and  the  letter. 

Witness :    Just  one  letter  and  two  memorandums,  I  believe. 

Q.  Did  you  refer  to  those  newspaper  clippings  at  all,  Sen- 
ator? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  didn  't  refer  to  them  in  your  testimony  ? 

A.  No. 

Mr.  Engalls:  I  would  like,  also,  to  have  the  original  letter 
marked  as  an  exhibit  and  incorporated  in  the  evidence  and 
produced  by  him,  as  well  as  the  copy. 

Q.  You  stated  in  your  previous  examination,  Senator,  that 
you  thought  it  an  improper  time  to  call  you  before  Mr.  Ed- 
monds was  called,  and.  in  effect,  the  reason  being  that  Mr. 
Edmonds  might  gain  information  that  might  affect  his  testi- 
mony. What  charges  have  you  in  mind  now  that  might  have 
made  a  difference  in  Mr.  Edmonds'  testimony? 

A.  <).  the  entire  subject  of  this  investigation.  No  particular 
i  harge. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  anything  in  Mr.  Edmonds'  testimony  that 
was  influenced  by  anything  that  you  said? 

A.  Well,  T  didn't  heat*  Mr.  Edmonds'  testimony.  I  don't 
know. 


972      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

Q.  You  haven't  read  the  proceedings? 
A.  No,  I  haven't  read  the  proceedings. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.  Senator,  do  you  think  that  anything  in  any  of  the  evi- 
dence  that  you  have  produced  is  of  sufficient  importance  to  in- 
fluence Mr.  Edmonds  in  his  testimony  .' 

A.  0,  I  don't  know  Mr.  Edmonds  well  enough  to  know 
whether  it  would  influence  him  or  not. 

Q.  "Well.  I  believe  that  you  said  when  you  were  on  the  stand 
last  week  that  you  thought  it  would  influence  his  testimony. 

A.  I  don't  know  as  I  said  that. 

Q.  Or  you  were  afraid  that  it  would? 

A.  I  don't  remember.     I  don't  believe  I  did. 

Mr.  ITambrecht:  You  said  your  being  called  was  at  an  inop- 
portune time,  that  you  thought  it  should  he  after  Mr.  Edmonds' 
testimony  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  said  that. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  I  believe  I  can  find  it  in  the  record.  It 
was  certainly  my  impression. 

Q.  Well,  now  I  ask  you  what  in  the  evidence  that  you  have 
produced  do  yon  think  is  of  sufficient  importance  to  make  it  in- 
opportune to  have  called  you  before  .' 

A.  Sufficiently  suggestive. 

<L>.    Not  of  importance,  then  .' 

A.  Suggestive. 

Q.  Suggestive  of  what? 

A.  Suggestive  of  the  general  scope  of  this  investigation. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht : 

Q.  I  will  read  from  the  record.  Senator:  "Personally  exer- 
cising my  individual  judgment,  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  this  is  not  the  proper  time  for  me  to  be  called  before  this 
committee.  lam  assuming  that  eertain  information  that  I  may 
give  is  going  to  be  peddled  out  to  those  against  whom  I  have 
informed,  but  I  know  that  such  information  will  be  conveyed 
to  them,  and  that  they  will  have  an  opportunity  to  brace  them- 
selves  against  such  information  as  I  may  give."  Now,  the 
question  I  ask  is.  what  information  that  you  have  given  that 
you  expected  those  interested  to  brace  themselves  against? 

A  Well,  that  isn't  the  question  you  did  ask. 
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Q.  I  mentioned  Mr.  Edmonds'  name? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  you  put  it  in  an  entirely  different  way. 

Q.  I  spoke  from  memory  when  1  did  that.  I  have  refreshed 
my  memory  from  the  record.  My  recollection  was  that  names 
were  mentioned. 

A.  Generally  suggestive;  that  is,  the  information. 

Q.  Who  did  you  expect  to  brace  themselves  against  the  in- 
formation given  .' 

A.  Oh,  the  entire  Stephenson  crowd. 

Q.Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  As  one,  probably. 

Q.  Mr.  Sackett  .' 

A.  I  didn't  know  Mr.  Sackett.  . 

Q.  Did  you  have  anyone  else  in  mind  that  would  brace  them- 
s<  Ives  against  the  information  you  were  about  to  give? 

A.  Well,  you  understand  that  the  proposition  that  was  re- 
ferred to  was  broader  than  you  place  any  construction  upon  it 
at  this  time. 

Q.  But  you  say  that  you  knew  that  this  information  would 
be  peddled  out  and  information  given.  You  didn't  assume  it, 
but  you  knew  it? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  So  how  do  I  make  it  broader  than  it  is? 

A.   Will.  I  don't  know  just  what  you  are  getting  at. 

Q.  Yrou  say  I  am  making  my  assumption  too  broad.  In  what 
way  am  I  making  it  too  broad  .' 

A.  No,  I  don't  think  I  said  that.     Will  you  read  my  answer? 

(Answer  of  the  witness  read  as  follows: 

"A.  Well,  you  understand  that  the  proposition  that  was  re- 
ferred to  was  broader  than  you  place  any  construction  upon  it 
at  this  time.") 

Q.  What  do  you  mean,  then,  by  that  statement.  Senator? 

A.  Do  you  want  me  to  make  some  statement  about  this, 
whether  I  Anil  retract  or  change  that  statement? 

Q.  No,  but  what  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  I  am  making  it 
too  broad? 

A.  I  think  I  make  the  same  statement  today  as  I  did  before, 
I  don't  care  to  go  into  that  matter.  I  don't  care  to  retract 
or  explain. 

Q.  Did  you  realize  that  that  was  a  serious  charge  being  made 
against  some  one  at  the  time  you  made  it,  in  an  investigation? 
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A.  Did.  I  realize? 
Q.  Yes. 

A.  Serious  charge  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Well,  it  is  hard  to  answer  those  questions,  Mr.  Ham- 
bright — Hambrecht. 

Q.  And  you  went  further  and  said:  "So,  upon  my  personal 
responsibility,  I  do  not  hesitate  in  stating  here  this  morning  be- 
fore this  committee,  that  that  side  of  this  committee  that  has 
called  me  this  morning,  can  only  be  for  the  purpose  of  aiding 
and  assisting  in  the  defense  of  Isaac  Stephenson." 

A.  I  wasn't  under  oath  then.  I  was  questioned  upon  my 
personal   responsibility. 

Q.  You  wouldn't  have  dared  to  have  said  that  if  you  had 
been  under  oath? 

A.  I  think  1  would  have  said  under  oath  as  much  as  I  said 
any   other  time,  it'  I  wanted  to. 

Q.  Then  whether  you  are  under  oath  or  not  is  immaterial, 
you  still  stand  for  that   statement? 

A.  Now,  you  are  getting  into  a  subject  that  I  told  you  I 
won't  retract  or  explain. 

Q.  Now,  following  right  on  the  charge  that  this  would  be  con- 
veyed, and  the  charge  against  the  committee,  did  you  intend 
that  that  would  have  been  conveyed  by  the  committee  to  any 
one.  interested,  or  any  member  of  the  committee? 

A.  I  think  I  have  answered  that  very  explicitly.  I  am  not 
explaining  that  statement  today. 

Q.  Have  you  any  further  explanation  to  make  to  this  state- 
ment: "However,  if  I  refuse  to  testify  this  morning,  I  know 
that  this  side  of  this  legislature  which  is  assuming  the  defense 
of  Isaac  Stephenson,  and  of  those  newspapers  which  are  as- 
sisting in  the  defense  of  Isaac  Stephenson,  will  at  once  question 
and  impugn  my  motives,  I  know  it."  To  whom  did  you  refer 
when  you  said:     "That  side  of  the  legislature?" 

\     I   am  u(t  ex'oluin1?^   tint    ' 

Q,  1  would  like  to  have  you  explain  to  what  side  of  the  legis- 
lature you  referred  when  you  made  that  statement? 

A.  I  think  that  is  immaterial  and  I  will  stand  upon  my 
former  answer:  I  shall  not  retract  or  explain.  It  is  imma- 
terial. What  I  said  is  plain,  and  I  made  it  before  I  was  sworn. 
Now,  if  you  have  any  action  to  take,  why,  it  is  your  business 
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to  take  it,  independent  of  your  position  as  a  committeeman; 
to  be  frank  with  you. 

Q.  I  ask  you  at  this  time  what  side  of  the  legislature  you  re- 
ferred to  in  that  statement?  Do  you  refusi  to  answer  the 
question? 

A.  I  have  answered  the  question  as  fully  as  I  can  answer  it. 

Q.  Well,  you  haven't  answered  it   at  all. 

A.  I  have   answered  tin    whole  proposition. 

Q.  Then  will  you  answer  the  question  so  that  I  may  under- 
stand—I may  not  comprehend  it— what  side  of  the  legislature 
did  you  refer  to  when  you  made  that  statement? 

A.  You  will  have  to  read  my  statement  for  any  explanation 
that  you  want.  If  my  statement  it  at  all  cloudy,  why,  it  is 
your  misfortune  that  yon  can't  understand  it. 

Q.  Perhaps  so,  but    1   would  like  to  be  enlightened,  then. 

A.   I  don't  make  any   retraction  or  any  explanation. 

Mr.  Hamhrecht:  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  u>  have  that 
question   answered. 

The  Chairman:  That  is.  you  think  that  is  material  to  this 
issue  that  we  are  trying  here  to  know  what  Mr.  Blaine  meant 
when  he  made  a  statement  which  wasn't  part  of  the  record  at 
that    time? 

Mr.   Hamhrecht:      It   is  part  of  the  record. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  I  think  it  is  pretty  plain,  Mr.  Hamhrecht,  He 
said  the  assembly  committee. 

Witness:     You  seem   to  have  understood  it. 

Mr.  Hamhrecht:  I  want  to  know  to  whom  he  refers  by  that 
statement. 

The  Chairman:  If  that  were  part  of  his  testimony,  it  would 
probably  be  a  little  different; 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Mr.  Chairman,  the  statement  is  here 
printed  as  part  of  the  proceedings,  and  there  will  be  five  hun- 
dred copies  struck  off,  and  I  want  Mr.  Blaine  to  state  to  whom 
he  referred  when  he  said  "that  side  of  the  legislature,  assuming 
the  defense  of  Isaac  Stephenson."  That  is  indefinite  the  way 
it  stands  there,  and  I  would  like  to  have  it  made  clear.  I  would 
like  to  have  a  roll  call. 

The  Chairman.  If  Mr.  Hambrecht  wishes  a  roll  call  on  that 
proposition,  I  suppose  the  question  is  whether  or  not  that  is 
material  to  this  issue.  Those  of  the  members  of  the  committee 
who  believe  it  is  will  say  aye  as  your  names  are  called;  those 
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opposed,  no.     And  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  was  going  to  have  the  roll  called  as  to 
whether  that  question  should  be  answered  or  not. 

The  Chairman:  I  suppose  you  wouldn't  care  to  have  it 
answered   if  the  committee  think   it  is   immaterial. 

Mr.   Hambrecht:     No. 

The    Clerk:     Senator  Marsh? 

The  Chairman:     No. 

The  Clerk:     Senator  Morris? 

Senator  Morris:  1  want  to  vote  "No"  on  this  question.  I 
will  tell  yon  why.  I  hate  very  much  to  start  in  trying  Mr. 
Blaine  until  w<  find  mil  what  became  of  that  hundred  thousand 
that  Mr.  Stephenson  spent.  Now.  the  examination  of  Mr. 
Blaine  today  has  been  simply  along  the  line  of  trying  to  put 
him  in  the  hole,  as  if  lie  were  being  tried  as  one  of  the1  persons 
who  spent  this  money.  I  will  submit  to  the  committee  whether 
any  examination  that  has  taken  place  hen  lias  proceeded  along 
the  line  of  trying  to  get  at  the  facts  and  finding  out  whether 
these  things  thai  the  senator  has  testified  to  are  true  or  not. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  The  answer  to  that  might  be  this:  He  in- 
sisted in  the  first  place  on  addressing  the  committee  in  a  very 
disrespectful  way — 

Senator  Morris:  (interrupting)  And  you  have  censured 
him. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  (continuing)  And  he  further  insisted  that  his 
testimony  was  intensely  important,  and  he  had  it  locked  up — 

Senator   Morris:      (interrupting)     And  you   censured   him. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     I  think  you  did.  too. 

Senator  Morris:     That  closes  the  incident,  doesn't  it? 

The  Chairman :     Will  the  clerk  proceed  with  calling  the  roll. 

Mr.  Bray:     I  don't  think,  Senator,  that  the  chairman— - 

The  Chairman:  Just  a  moment.  I  would  like  to  have  him 
tried  in  a  tribunal  that  has  jurisdiction.  The  vote  is  being  taken, 
it  is  partially  taken,  and  it  strikes  me  we  ought  not  to  discuss  it 
while  the  vote  is  being  taken. 

Senator  Morris :     I  vote  no.     I  want  the  right  tribunal. 

The  Clerk:     Senator  Husting? 

Senator  Husting :  .   No. 

The  Clerk:     Mr.  Bray? 

Mr.  Bray:     Aye. 

The  Clerk:     Mr.  Ingalls? 
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Mr.  Ingalls :     Aye. 

The  Clerk:     Mr.  Hambrecht? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  want  to  say  "Aye"'  and  I  want  to  explain 
why.  in  answer  to  Mr.  Morris,  that  I  believe  this  is  the  proper 
tribunal  to  question  any  statement  that  a  witness  has  made,  to  go 
into  and  explain  that. 

The  Clerk:      Mr.  Whitman? 

Air.  Whitman:  I  would  like  to  explain  that  this  is  such  a  lu- 
dicrous— 

Mr.  Ingalls:  1  make  the  point  of  order,  I  don't  think  any  dis- 
cussion is  proper. 

Mr.  Whitman:     It  is  so  ludicrous  that  I  will  vote  "Aye." 

Mr.  Chappie:     I  will  vote  "Aye." 

The  Chairman  :  The  motion  is  carried.  Senator  Blaine  will 
answer  the  question. 

A.  It  is  so  ludicrous  that  I  can't  make  my  explanation  any 
plainer  than  the  question  is. 

Q.  Do  yon  refuse  to  say  to  which  side  of  the  legislature  you 
refer,  then? 

A.  Of  Mr.  Hambright — Hambrecht — I  beg  your  pardon. 

Mr.  Whitman:  That  statement  was  perhaps  the  result  of  a 
little  brain  storm  of  yours. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  If  it  was.jthen  I  would  like  to  have  him  ad- 
mit it,  that's  all. 

A.   1  never  admit  anything,  only  what  I  know. 

Mr.  Whitman:     Well,  the  witness  refuses  to  answer,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Very  well. 

Witness:     Immaterial,  incompetent,  irrelevant. 

Q.  You  refuse  to  answer  whether  it  is  material  or  not?  The 
committee  has  ruled  it  material.  It  isn't  for  you  to  say  that  it  is 
immaterial. 

A.   Oh,  no. 

Mr.  I '.ray:  Senator,  I  suggest  that  if  you  don't  think  that 
Senator  Blaine  has  been  examined  in  a  frank  manner,  I  suggest 
that  you  examine  him. 

Senator  Morris :  All  right,  I  will  ask  him  a  couple  of  ques- 
tions. 

The  Chairman:     Are  you  through,  Mr.  Hambrecht? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Have  you  the  envelope  writh  you  that  con- 
tains the  letter  received  from  Mr.  Stone? 

A.  No,  I  haven't. 
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Mr.  Hambrecht :     That  was  destroyed  ? 

A.  That  was  thrown  in  the  waste  basket. 

Mr.  Bray;  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  that  Senator  Morris  now 
be  given  the  chair. 

The  Chairman:  Senator  Morris  will  be  given  the  floor  if  Mr. 
Hambrecht  is  through. 

By  Senator  Morris : 

Q.  Senator,  at  the  time  you  filed  these  charges  in  the  legis- 
lature you  had  in  your  possession  the  data  that  you  referred  to 
today,  did  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Did  you  also  have  the  information  which  you  gave  the 
committee  when  you  were  last  called? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  at  any  time  read  anything  in  the  newspapers  about 
the  expenditure  of  large  sums  of  money  in  the  campaign  ? 

A.  Why,  I  think  I  read  some,  yes. 

Q.  You  have  some  recollection,  have  you,  of  a  discussion  of 
that  subject  in  the  newspapers? 

A.  Yes.     Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  Do  you  have  any  recollection  of  having  seen  some  things 
during  the  campaign  that  might  arouse  one's  suspicions? 

A.  I  think  in  the  newspapers,  yes. 

Q.  Well,  what  I  am  getting  at  is  this:  The  whole  subject  of 
the  fraudulent  expenditure  of  money  had  been  discussed  in  the 
newspapers,  hadn't  it? 

A.  Very  thoroughly. 

Q.  Very  thoroughly  ? 

A.  Very  thoroughly. 

0.   In  the  newspapers  and  in  the  churches  and  grocery  stores? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  And  platform  conventions? 

A.  Yes,  at  the  Platform  Convention;  in  the  committee  on  res- 
olutions during  the  Republican  Platform  Convention. 

Q.  And  wasn't  it  really  conceded  by  everybody  that  a  large 
sum  of  money  had  been  expended  in  that  primary? 

A.  Why,  no  matter  which  side  a  man  was  on  in  that  primary, 
they  threw  up  their  hands  in  horror  about  the  expenditure  of 
money,  and  intimated  on  every  hand  that  it  must  have  been  cor- 
rupt and  fraudulent,  for  the  purpose  of  debauchery;  it  was  so 
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general  that  you  could  almost  take  notice  of  it  without  any  defi- 
nite information. 

O.  And  was  it  your  opinion  or  your  thought  at  the  time  you 
filed  these  charges  that  the  time  had  come  when  this  matter 
should  he  considered,  and  considered  by  the  legislature,  as  to 
whether  or  not  it  was  against  public  policy? 

A.  The  thought  was  in  my  mind — 

Q.  What  was  the  thought  in  your  mind? 

A.  —  and  it  was  impressed  upon  my  mind  that  the  time  had 
come  when  the  people  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  should  be  ap- 
prised of  tlie  real  condition  that  existed  in  the  last  primary  cam- 
paign, that  an  investigation  should  be  had,  that  the  charges  of 
fraudulent  and  corrupt  use  of  money  was.  made  on  every  hand, 
and  it  was  common  knowledge,  almost,  that  it  had  become  a  pub- 
lic scandal  and  a  disgrace  to  the  Republican  party,  and  men  who 
had  stood  long — stood  in  the  Republican  party  and  defended  it 
for  years  and  years,  threw  up  their  hands  and  said  "For  God's 
sake,  do  something  to  save  our  own  party.  This  has  become  a 
public  scandal  and  we  can't  permit  it." 

Q.  And  did  you  consider  that  it  raised  a  grave  question  of 
public  policy? 

A.  Indeed  it  did,  the  gravest  question  that  has  ever  con- 
fronted Wisconsin — or  this  nation,  for  that  matter. 

O.  Did  you  consider  it  your  duty,  if  no  one  else  did  it,  to 
bring  that  subject  to  the  attention  of  the  legislature? 

A.  I  certainly  did.  I  thought  it  was  a  duty  that  I  ought  to 
perform,  if  I  performed  no  other. 

Q.  And  was  that  the  opinion  you  had  in  your  mind  when  you 
filed  these  charges? 

A.   Exactly- 

Q.  Rather  than  that  you  had  enough  evidence  to  convict  any- 
body ? 

A.  I  never  pretended  to  have  enough  evidence  to  convict  any 
candidate  in  the  primary. 

Q.  In  other  words,  you  thought  you  knew  enough  about  it  to 
set  this  thing  in  motion  ? 

A.   I  think  I  did,  and  I  think  T  have. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  you  have  succeeded  ? 

A.  I  think  I  have. 
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By  Air.  Whitman : 

O.  These  charges  have  been  made  for  many  years,  haven't  they, 
of  corruption? 

A.  I  never  heard  the  like  of  it  before,  except  in  the  famous 
Clark  case  in  Montana. 

O.  Didn't  you  ever  hear  charges  of  state  officials  being  active 
at  the  state's  expense :  game  wardens,  etc.  ? 

A.  Seven  or  eight  or  nine  or  ten  years  ago  I  used  to  hear  a  few 
fellows  howl  around  about  game  wardens. 

O.  You  knew  that  they  were  office  holders? 

A.  I  never  seen  any  of  it,  any  great  political  activity  on  the 
part  of  game  wardens.  I  never  heard  anyone  get  up  and  oppose 
it  in  a  public  manner;  they  went  around  the  streets  and  talked 
about  it ;  nobody  ever  made  it  an  issue. 

O.  When  you  ran  for  congress,  weren't  there  game  wardens 
in  your  district — Grant  county? 

A.  I  never  saw  one  to  my  knowledge,  except  Mr.  Storer,  he 
was  a  neighbor  of  ours.  Still,  1  don't  know  whether  he  is  a  game 
warden  or  not. 

Q.  You  don't  ? 

A.  He  probably  was. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Henry  Overbeck? 

A.   I  never  knew  Henry  Overbeck,  never  met  him. 

O.  You  say  that  you  don't  remember  of  game  wardens  being  in 
Grant  county  at  the  time  you  ran  for  Congress? 

A.  Not  in  my  behalf.  I  don't  believe  there  was  any  in  my 
behalf. 

O.  Do  you  remember  B.  J.  Castle,  who  was  then — let's  see, 
wasn't  he  a  state  officer  at  that  time — being  in  your  county  at 
that  time? 

A.  I  don't  remember  whether  he  was  or  not. 

Q.  So  that  you  don't  know  of  these  things  happening  at  that 
time  ? 

A.  I  know  that  Senator  George  B.  Hudnall  came  down  to  our 
county  and  campaigned  for  me,  but  that  was,  I  think,  as  a  pri- 
vate citizen. 

Q.  Well,  I  didn't  know  whether  you  knew  about — I  knew 
about  it,  and  I  didn't  know  whether  you  knew  it  or  not. 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Hudnall  came  down  and  campaigned  against 
Mr.  Babcock.  I  think  Mr.  Lenroot  also  did — I  know  Mr.  Len- 
root  did.     I  know  that  Mr.  Hudnall  did. 
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Q.  Don't  you  know  that  nearly  every  man  in  the  state  capitol 
was  out  campaigning  during  that  campaign  against  Babcock? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

O.  Do  you  know  G.  R.  Howard — well,  I  won't  particularize 
as  to  those  men.  But  1  would  say  that  it  has  been  the  custom 
here — and  it  lias  been  a  very  bad  thing,  for  many  years,  has  it  not? 

A.  I  don't  think  so.  I  think  sometimes  a  state  official  is  ex- 
cused when  he  is  out  working  for  a  cause  that  is  for  the  benefit 
of  the  people. 

O.  Well,  yes,  that's  all  right  enough. 

A.  That's  a  different  proposition. 

Q.  But  it  has  been  the  practice  that  state  officials  go  out,  do 
they  not — have  gone  out. 

A.  As  a  general  proposition  I  suppose,  yes,  they  certainly  have. 

O.  The  fact  that  a  state  official  takes  an  interest  in  a  campaign 
is  not  of  itself  anything  that  should  he  said  to  be  detrimental  to 
him? 

A.  Not  of  itself,  unless  there  is  some  particular  facts  con- 
nected with  it.  He  can  make  himself  detrimental  to  the  people's 
interest. 

O.  You  don't  mean  that  we  should  disfranchise  any  man  be- 
cause he  lias  another  office  that  he  should  take  an  active  interest 
in  these  matter^  ? 

A.  Oh,  no.  I  think  every  man  ought  to.  Even  preachers  ought 
to. 

0.  Sure — and  even  though  state  officials  did  at  that  time,  pro- 
vided they  did  not  do  so  at  the  expense  of  the  state,  or  railroad 
men,  or  anybody  else,  it  is  not  of  itself  sufficient  upon  which  to 
base  any  illegality. 

A.  Well.  I  would  say  that  wouldn't  be  correct  because  the  law 
now  prohibits  railroad  attorneys — you  say  railroad  men. 

O.  I  mean  the  fact,  outside  of  what  the  law  might  he  as  to 
prohibiting —  as  a  general  propi  sition. 

A.  Any  individual,  it  doesn't  make  any  difference  what  his 
position  is,  may,  of  course,  take  part  in  a  campaign. 

Q.  Sure,  and  we  don't  disfranchise  a  man  because  In-  hap- 
pens to  hold  a  state  office  .' 

A.  Oh.  no. 

Q.  Supposing  an  assemblyman,  or  a  candidate  for  the  assem- 
bly, goes  out.  providing  he  docs  not  use  the  money  of  the  candi- 
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date  in  his  own  behalf,  there  is  nothing  in  that  that  is  partic- 
ularly illegal  ? 

A.  Well,  now,  the  great  trouble  about  that,  Mr.  Whitman,  is 
that  it  is  hard  to  distinguish  between  a  man  using  another 
man's  money  for  himself  and  the  candidate  who  gave  it  to  him. 
If  he  is  a  candidate  in  the  assembly.  I  hardly  think  that  that  is 
possible. 

Q.  It  might  not  be  good  taste  on  his  part? 

A.  I  think  it  is  really  prohibited  by  law.  If  that  were  true, 
if  any  man  can  give  another,  a  candidate  for  the  assembly, 
money  to  work  for  him  for  the  United  States  senatorship,  why, 
then,  you  are  simply  violating  the  law  in  an  indirect  way. 

Q.  You  may  be  violating  a  law.  but  it  would  be  possible  not 
to  violate  the  law  ? 

A.  But  to  evade  the  law.  then.  You  would  have  to  evade  the 
law. 

Q.  You  might  evade  it.  but  a  man  might  be  perfectly  honest 
and  go  out  and  be  particularly  interested  in  a  man — now,  it 
might  be  poor  taste  on  his  part — 

A.  I  think  it  goes  beyond  taste. 

Q.  Well,  the  law  doesn't  do  anything,  the  law  simply  says 
that  he  sha'n't  use  money  or  give  money  to  aid  tin1  candidacy  of 
another  assemblyman  or  a  candidate  for  the  legislature,  some 
such  term.  Now.  you  might  say  that  it  is  hard  to  distinguish 
but  is  that  fact  of  itself  sufficient  .'  Can  we  make  a  broad  state- 
ment and  say  that  it  is  illegal  conduct  or  unlawful  conduct? 

A.  Well  I  will  tell  you,  if  that  can  be  done,  then  your  law 
auainst  that  is  simply  null,  you  might  as  well  wipe  it  off  the 
statute  books.  If  you  can  do  that  indirectly  that  wav  and 
violate  the  law.  you  might  just  as  well  wipe  it  off  the  statute 
books. 

Q.  Well,  that  may  possibly  be.  The  only  point  I  was  getting 
at  was  this,  that  that  upon  its  face  isn't  evidence  of  illegal  con- 
duct. 

A.  I  think  it  is.  I  think  it  is.  I  think  they  will  have  to 
produce  mighty  strong  evidence  to  overcome  the  presumption. 

Q.  It  might  be  prima  facie? 

A.  The  fact  that  a  candidate  for  United  States  senator  gives 
a  candidate  for  member  of  the  assembly  money — it  is  the  giving 
of  money — and  he  goes  out  and  uses  it  for  that  candidate,  and 
he  is  a  candidate  for  the  assembly — 
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Q.  And  he  could  use  it  very  legitimately — 

A.  He  can't  possibly  disconnect  the  two,  I'  don't  see  how  he 

can.     It  might  be  possible,  but  I  doubt  it. 

i 
i 

By  Mr.  In  gal  Is  : 

Q.  One  question,  Senator:  Now.  when  you  say  that  we  never 
have  heard  of  such  an  extraordinary  use  of  money  in  the  pri- 
mary campaigns  or  elections  as  has  been  generally  circulated 
about  the  state  in  the  last  primary,  I  think,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. I  would  be  inclined  to  agree  with  you.  Now,  do  you  at- 
tribute that  condition  of  affairs  to  any  extent  to  the  fact  that 
this  is  the  first  time  we  ever  had  a  primary  for  United  States 
senator .' 

A.  No,  I  would  not.  No.  No,  I  attribute  that  to  a  condi- 
tion that  seldom  ever  happens. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  that  the  opportunity  offered  by  a  pri- 
mary, of  that  character — that  the  primary  law.  had  anything 
to  do  with  candidates  expending  money  for  that  office  in  that 
way? 

A.  No.     I  do  not  think  it  was  any  fault  of  the  primary. 

Q.  This  is  the  first  time  you  ever  heard  of  it,  isn't  it? 

A.   Iii  Wisconsin  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Yes,  sir.  it  is  the  first  time  a  condition  of  that  kind  ever 
arose. 

Q.  Xow.  if  you  have  been  mixed  up  in  campaigns,  you  know 
that  in  the  campaigns  that  have  gone  by  and  in  the  discussion 
of  the  subject  of  the  primary,  that  this  very  thing  was  claimed 
in  the  public  press  and  on  the  stump,  that  this  kind  of  a  law, 
the  primary,  for  the  United  States  senatorship  would  produce 
just  exactly  the  condition  that  we  have  got  here  before  us,  that 
the  people  with  the  most  money,  with  five  or  six  in  the  race, 
would  carry  the  primary — wasn't  that  the  public  discussion? 

A.   Xow  you  are  trying  the  primary. 

Q.   Well,  now  you  have  spoken  about  your  general  policy. 

A.  My  opinion  is  that  the  primary  in  some  degree  is  de- 
fective; bid  there  is  no  excuse  for  the  commission  of  corrup- 
tion and  debauchery  under  any  kind  of  a  law,  I  don't  care  how 
bad  it  is. 

Q.  Then  you  don't  attribute  Ibis  condition  at  all  to  tin1  Law? 

A.    indeed  I  don't.     I  attribute  it  to  other  condition*  entirely. 
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Q.  And  yet  you  never  heard  of  it  in  any  other  system? 
A.  In  Wisconsin  .' 
Q.  Yes. 
A.  No. 

By  Senator  Morris : 

Q.  Now,  in  this  discussion  about  the  primary  was  there  any 
discussion  about  this  blanket  of  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Hank  of 
$15,000  or  $20,000? 

A.   I  never  heard  of  how  they  were  going  to  do  it.  no. 

Q.  That  wasn't  discussed  .' 

A.  That  wasn't  discussed. 

<v>.   So  that  is  one  phase  that  wasn't  threshed  out .' 

A.  That  is  one  phase  that  wasn't  touched. 

<v>.  Do  you  consider  that  that  has  something-  to  do  with  the 
consideration  of  this,  question.' 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Whether  that  money  is  accounted  for  or  not  .' 

A.  Certainly. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.  If  I  understood  you.  yon  testified  that  at  the  time  you 
saw  Mr.  Edmonds  in  the  lobby  of  the  Park  Hotel,  he  urged  you 
to  get  Mr.  Ekern  to  withdraw  from  the  race  in  Trempealeau 
county.     Is  that  correct  ? 

A.  That  is  correct. 

Q.  At  that  time  Mr.  Ekern  was  a  candidate  against  Mr. 
Twesme.  was  he  not? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  do  you  remember  this  conversation  more  distinctly, 
perhaps,  because  you  remember  that  feature  of  the  conversa- 
tion .' 

A.   Well.  I  don't — no  particular  feature. 

Q.   But   you   are  positive  that  that  conversation  took  place? 

A.  Oh.  yes.  certainly. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact  don't  you  know  that  at  that  time  Mr. 
Ekern  was  not  a  candidate  and  didn't  become  one  for  several 
weeks  after? 

A.  No,  but  he  was  contemplating  becoming  a  candidate;  it 
was  generally  supposed  that  he  would  be  a  candidate,  and  that 
was  the  purpose  of  Mr.  Edmonds,  for  me  to  pull  Ekern  off  he- 
fore  he  had  taken  the  step  of  actually  making  his  announcement, 
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and  getting  into  the  campaign;  certainly  that  was  all  over: 
" Now  is  the  time  to  do  it." 

Q.  I  have  it  on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Twesme,  who  is  present, 
that  he  hadn't  even  threatened  at  that  time  to  become  a  candi- 
date. 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  Twesme  would  be  good  authority  or 
not.  Probably  Ekern  and  Twesme  were  not  on  confidential 
terms  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  think  he  would  be  better  authority  than  yon 
would  be — being  an  opponent. 

The  Chairman  :  Any  other  member  of  the  committee  wish 
to  ask  any  questions? 

The  copy  of  letter  written  by  James  A.  Stone  to  Mr.  Blaine, 
produced  by  the  witness,  was  marked  Exhibit  74,  and  appears 
in  the  record  at  page  1429. 

The  memoranda  referred  to  by  the  witness  and  read  into  the 
record  by  him  were  marked  Exhibits  75  to  77,  inclusive. 

The  following  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  committee : 

"Resolved,  That  there  is  no  evidence  before  this  committee 
indicating  that  the  following  named  clergymen  received'  any 
money  whatever  in  connection  with  the  senatorial  primary  cam- 
paign which  we  are  investigating: 

Rev.  J.  J.  Ryan. 

Rev.  V.  Abbert. 

Rev.   E.   C.  Barkow. 

Rev.  E.  A.  Behrens. 

Rev.  0.  C.  Biermann. 

Rev.  R.  II.  Bunge. 

Rev.  C.  C.  Gerlach. 

Rev.  T.  Kempf. 

Rev.  <i.  A.  Schmidt. 

Rev.  J.  W.  Wolff. 

Rev.  F.  F'reytag. 

Rev.  K.  Ramme. 

Rev.  George  J.   Fritschel. 

Rev.   Henry  Dreis. " 

It  is  agreed  by  the  committee  that  the  supplemental  accounts 
of  the  senatorial  candidates  that  have  been  filed  be  incorporated 
in  the  record. 

The  account  of  William  IT.  I  fatten  marked  Exhibit  78  is  as 
follows  : 
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EXHIBIT  78. 

Account   filed   by   Charles    K.    Lush    as   detailed   statement   of 

expenditures  for,  made  by  him  as  manager  of  campaign  of  Wil- 
liam H.  Hatton,  same  accompanied  by  stubs  and  vouchers: 

William  H.  Hatton  Campaign  Fund  : 

Disbursed. 

Jan.     2.     Desk  and  typewriter  stand $20  00 

State  Journal,  printing 10  00 

Two  tables   4  00 

Rent  to  Feb.  1 10  00 

Stationery   4  80 

Personal  check    5  00 

Jan.     4.     E.  W.  Keyes,  postmaster,  stamps 3  00 

Jan.     7.     To  C.  K.  Lush,  for  trip  to  Chicago 20  00 

Jan.   13.     Democrat  Printing  Co.,  office  supplies 1    15 

Jan.    14.     Three  tables.  Has  well's   6  00 

Total    $83  95 

Jan.     2.     Received    $100  00 

Jan.   16.     Balance    v$i6  05 

20.     Received    $100  00 

On  hand $1 16  05 


Jan. 

23- 

Feb. 

2. 

Feb. 

11. 

18. 

18. 

Mar 

.    2, 

William  H.  Hatton  Campaign  Fund : 

Disbursed. 

C.  F.  Stout,  expenses  of  trip  to  Madison.  .  .  $15  00 

Ella  Kempf,  salary  for  half  month 20  00 

Mrs.  Lang,  clerk  and  stenographer,  salary 

for  Jan 35  00 

M.  C.  Riley,  i/>  salary  for  Jan 20  00 

Wis.  Tel  Co.,  telephone  rentals  and  tolls.  .  .  9  95 

Rent  of  headquarters  for  Feb 10  00 

M.  C.  Riley,  y2  salary  for  Jan.  and  Feb.  ...  60  00 

Ella  Kempf,  services  for  Feb 40  00 

Total    $209  95 


TIIF  SENATORIAL  I'KIMAKY   I  WEST  10  AT  I  ON.      987 

Received. 

Jan.  jo.      Balance  oh  hand $116  05 

Feb.  29.     Received   100  00 

Total    $216  05 

Mar.  3.     Balance  on  hand   6  10 

William  H.  Hatton  Campaign  Fund. 

Disbursed. 

Fred  Spensely,  '  •_•  mo.  rent $5  00 

E..W.  Keyes,  postmaster,  stamps 20  00 

Parsons  Printing  Co.,  printing 1 1   78 

Wis.  Telephone  Co.,  telephone 7  65 

W.  W.  Cook,  rent  on  account 5  00 

C.  K.  Lush,  cash  advanced 6  85 

1 1.     Cantwell   Printing  Co.,  printing 9  5° 

16.  Wisconsin  Association,  rent 23  00 

25.     M.  C.  Riley,  to  trip  to  Milwaukee 10  00 

Apr.   2.      M.  C.  Riley,  services 40  00 

Ella  Kempf,  services 40  00 

4.     Haswell  Furniture  Co 3  60 

Democrat  Printing  Co.   . 1   30 

C.  K.  Lush,  cash  advanced 7  5° 

Total    $193   18 

Received. 

Mar.  3.     Balance  on  hand    $6   10 

7.     Received    100  00 

17.  Received    200  00 

Total    $306   10 

Apr.  6.     Balance  on  hand    $112  92 

William  E.  Hatton  Campaign  Fund. 

Disbursed. 

Apr.    17.     Wis.  Tel.  Co.,  telephone,  etc $5  50 

18.     C.  K.  Lush,  cash  advanced 4  30 

29.     Madison  Gas  Co.,  light 95 
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May     i.      M.  I".  Riley,  services 40  oo 

Ella  Kempt,  services   40  00 

D.  K.  Tenner,  rem 23  00 

2.     E.  W.   Keyes,  postmaster,  postage 10  00 

7.     C.  K.  Lush,  Milwaukee,  trip  three  days.  ...  <;  50 

E.  V.  Keves,  postmaster,  postage 10  00 

14.     E.  VV.  Keyes,  postmaster,  postage 10  00 

Wis.  Tel.  C<>..  rental  and  toll 5  75 

Cantwell  Printing  Co.,  printing 37  OO 

Parsons  Stationery  Co.,  stationery 1   70 

C.  K.  Lush,  cash  advanced 3  00 

Total    $200  75 

Apr.    6.     On  hand $1 12  92 

May     1 .     Received    100  00 

o.     Received    100  00 

Total    $31-2  <)- 

Disbursed    200  75 

.May  15.     (  )n  hand   $1 12   17 

William  II.  Hatton  Campaign  Fund. 

May  id.     E.  W.  Keyes,  postmaster,  stamps $5  00 

[8.     E.  W.  Keyes,  stamps 10  00 

22.     Fred  L.  Holmes,  services 10  00 

25.     A.   Uphoff,  services    7  5° 

June    1.     Amanda  Uphoff,  services   7  5° 

Lillian  Uphoff,  services 7  5° 

Alice  Uphoff,  services  per  se 8  00 

Miles  Riley,  services 40  oo 

Ella  Kempf,  services   40  00 

Mayers  Electric  Press,  printing 15  00 

Evening  Wisconsin,  subscription   . 1    10 

News  Pub.  Co.,  subscription   80 

Milw.  Journal  Co.,  subscription 80 

Wright  Directory  Co.,  rent  of  directory.  .  .  15  00 

Clark  Engraving  Co.,  cuts 65  00 

Arthur  Hughes,  services 10  00 
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C.  K.  Lush,  cash  advanced  for  small  bills, 

etc 6  oo 

D.  K.  Tenney,  rent  for  June 23  00 

Total    $272  45 

May  15.     (  >n  hand   Si  u    17 

June    1.     Received    200  00 

Total    $312   17 

Disbursed    .'" 272  45 

J  une    2.     On  hand $39  "J2 

William  H.  Hatton  Campaign  Fund. 

Disbursed. 

June    2.     Rem.  Typewriter  Co..,  rent  of  machines.  ...  $4  00 

E.  W.  Keves,  postmaster.,  postage, 10  00 

E.  V.  Keves,  postage 5  00 

3.     American  Express  Co.,  express 171 

5.  Madison  Gas  Co.,  light  for  May  and  June.  .  2  25 

F.  \Y.  Curtis,  photos   4  25 

Western  Union  Tel.  Co.,  messages 90 

Wis.  Tel.  Co  .  rental  and  calls 10  45 

Postal  Telegraph  Co.,  telegram  40 

Remington  Typewriter  Co 3  00 

E.  W.  Keves,  postmaster,  postage 15  00 

6.  E.  W.  Keyes,  p<  >  tage 10  00 

A.  Uphoff,  services 7  50 

Alice  Uphoff,  services   8  00 

Lillian  Uphoff,  services 7  5° 

8.     E.  W.  Keyes,  postmaster,  postage 10  00 

0.      F.  W.   Keyes,  postage    20  00 

10.  E.  W.  Keyes,  postage 15  00 

E.  W.  Keyes,  postage   20  00 

11.  C.  K.  Lush,  expenses  to  Chicago  convention  35  00 

12.  Amanda  I  'phoff,  services    .  ■ 7  5° 

Lillian  Uphoff,  services  7  5° 

Alice  Uphoff,  services   8  00 

E.  W.  Keyes,  postmaster,  postage 30  00 
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22.  C.  K.  Lush,  advanced  by  personal  check  for 

help    23  00 

Cash  advanced  for  postage 60  00 

Total    %12-^  96 

June    2.      Balance  on  hand $29  72 

5.     Received    200  00 

23.  Received    200  00 

Total   $439  7* 

Disbursed    325  96 

June  24.     ( )n  hand   • $113  76 

William  H.  Hatton  Campaign  Fund. 

Disbursed. 

June  23     American  Express  Co.,  express $10  00 

23     E.  W.  Keyes.  postage 50  00 

26     Cant  well  Printing  Co.,  printing,  etc 200  24 

Total $260  24 

June  24     On  hand   « $113  76 

26      Received     200   00 

Total  ....' $313  76 

Disbursed 260  24 

June  27     Balance  on  hand $53  52 

AA7illiam  II.  Hatton  Campaign  Fund. 

Disbursed. 

June  29     Alice  Uphoff,  services $8  00 

Amanda  Uphoff.  services 7  50 

Lillian  Uphoff.  services 7  50 

July    1     Miles  Riley,  services 40  00 

Ella  Kempf,  services 40  00 
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J.  E.  Moseley,  supplies 8  00 

Rem.  Typewriter,  rental 3  00 

Mayers  Electric  Press,  lithographs 16  00 

S.  V.  Gillan,  25  Wis.  Teacher 2  50 

E.  W.  Keyes.  postmaster,  postage 25  00 

J.  C.  MacKenzie.  expenses 15   00 

Arthur  Bughes,  services 50  00 

Total $222  50 

June  27     On  hand $53  52 

30     Received 200  00 

Total $253  52 

Disbursed 222  50 

July     2     On  hand    $31  02 

William  11.  Ilatton  Campaign  Fund. 
Disbursed. 

•July    1     Otto  E.  Wald,  janitor  services  2  mo $4  00 

2  E.  W.  Keyes,  postage   20  00 

3  E.  \Y.  Keyes.  postage  20  00 

( '.   K.  Lush.  Chicago  trip  etc.,  cash  advanced  20  00 

Alice  Uphoff,  services   8  00 

Amanda    Uphoff,  services   7  50 

Lillian    Uphoff,  services    7  50 

6  La  Crosse  Tribune,  papers  3  00 

W.  L.  Woodward,  services 5  00 

I).  K.  Tenney.  rent  for  July 23  00 

Wis.  Tel.  Co.,  rental  and  calls 26  00 

7  E.  W.  Keyes.   postage    20  00 

8  C.  K.  Lush,  cash  advanced   8  00 

10  E.  W.  Keyes.  postage   20  00 

11  Alice   Uphoff.    services    8  00 

Amanda  Uphoff,  services   7  50 

Lillian  Uphoff.  services 7  50 

13     E.  W.  Keyes.  postage 20  00 

Parson  Printing  Co..  mailing  tubes 3  45 

United  States  Express  Co 2  75 


992      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [INVESTIGATION. 

Madison  Gas  ( '(>..  gas 1  26 

La  Crosse  Tribune,  50  copies 1  00 

E.  E.  Hull.  Milwaukee  Sentinel 2  40 

Ferris  &  Ferris,  hauling' 1  60 

Mayers   Electric  Press    48  50 

John  Greig,  rent  of  office  furniture 2  50 

Total $312  48 

July    2     Balance  on  hand $31  02 

2      Received    200   00 

11     Received  300  00 

Total  $531   02 

Disbursed    312-46 

July  14     Balance  on  hand $218  54 

William  H.  Hatton  Campaign  Fund. 

Disbursed. 

July   15.     C.  K.   Lush,  cash  advanced $('»  00 

E.  R.   Mills,  expenses,    I  Dick  ) 25  00 

16.  F.   E.  Cobinis,  expenses.   (Dick) 25  00 

17.  W.  11.  Dick,  advanced  to  C.  -Miller 10  00 

1 8.  E.    \Y.    Keyes,   postage 20  00 

21.  Jeff   Crawford,    expenses,    (Dick) 25  00 

Richard   Nelson,   services 1   50 

William    Reinow,    services 2  00 

Alice    Uphoff ,    services 8  00 

Amanda  Uphoff 7  50 

Lillian   Uphoff,   services 7  50 

F.  F.  Collins,  expenses,  (  Dick) 50  00 

22.  M.  H.  Whitaker;  services,  |  I  )ick) 12  00 

F.  W.   Keyes,  postage 240  00 

23.  Frank  E.  Jenswald,  expenses 3  50 

T.  Nelson,  expenses,  (  Dick  ) 50  00 

24.  Edward  McLean,  services,  (Dick  ) 15  00 

25.  Democrat  Printing  Co.,  printing .  31  00 

Parker  Educational  Co..  telephone 1  05 

Schrab  Stamp  &  Seal  Co.,  stampers 1  90 
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News  Engraving  ( .0.,  cuts £5  92 

Cantvvell  Printing  Co.,  printing 26  75 

( '.  K.  Lush,  cash  advanced 15  00 

( i.  C.  Karney,  expenses,  (  Dick) 25  00 

\\  .  S.  ( ioodland,  expenses .  .  .*. 5  00 

New  York  Store,  rent  rug' 2  25 

Amanda  Uphoff,  services i    50 

Lillian  Uphoff,  services 1    50 

Alice  Uphoff,  services ",   50 

27.  Avenue  I  [otel,  meals  for  guests Hi  00 

28.  X.  1.  Stenjem,  expenses,  (Dick) 25  00 

E.  \\  .  Keyes,  postmaster,  postage 25  00 

Novelty  Photo  Co.,  pictures 28  00 

1  ..  A.  Benson,  services  in  office J"  on 

July   28.      \\  .  L.  Thompson,  services  in  office $7  50 

29.  American  Express  Co.,  express L0  00 

30.  E.  \Y.  Keyes,  postage 25  00 

M.  Riley,  services,  expenses  on  trip L0  00 

31.  C.  E.   Broughton,  expenses,  (Dick) LOO  00 

Frank  Goldner,  expenses,   (Dick) 10  00 

J  I.   !•'.   Beckmar,  services,  (  Dick) '6  00 

John  F.  Schulz,  services,  (  Dick  ) 3  00 

<  >tto  Wald,  janitor  services 2  00 

Aug.    1.     Alice  Uphoff,  services 8  00 

Cantwell    Printing  Co.,  priming 162  00 

Novelty  Photo  Co.,  photo  postals M  00 

S.   Y.  Gillan,  lists  of  teachers 4  00 

Rem.  Typewriter  Co.,  rental 3  00 

Mayers  Electric  Press,  printing,  etc .">1    98 

Parsons  Printing  Co.,  stationery 2   30 

I).  K.  Tenney,  rent  for  August 23  00 

Amanda  Uphoff,  services ;    50 

Lillian  Uphoff,  services.  . 7  50 

Guy  Benson,  services  in  office L0  00 

W.  L.  Thompson,  services 7  50 

Miles  Riley,  services 40  00 

Ellla   Kempf,  services In  00 

Arthur    I  [ughes,    services 50   00 

E.  W.  Keyes.  postmaster,  postage 50  00 

-    C.  C.  ]  larney.  services,  1  Dick  ) 25  00 

Total $1,55')    65 

63 
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July   14.  On    hand $218  "54 

21.  Received 350  00 

25.  Received 500  00 

3 1 .  Received 500  00 

Total  $1.5(38  54 

Disbursed   1,557  65 


Aug.    2.     Balance  on  hand $10  89 

William  11.  Hatton  Campaign  Fund. 

Disbursed. 

Aug.    6.      Mrs.  G.  C.    Harney.   (Dick) $30  00 

Henry  Lockney,  expenses,  (  Dick  ) 100  00 

Anna  J.  Steele,  expenses,  (  I  )'ick  ) 30  00 

Maurice  Morrissey,  expenses,  (Dick) 25  00 

E.   W.    Keyes,  postage 50  00 

Novelty   Photo  Co.,   photos 84  00 

R.  L.   Houser,  expenses.    (Dick) 39  50 

E.  W.  ECeyes,  postage L50  00 

( '.  C.  1  Earney,  expenses,  |  Dick  ) 25  00 

i .     E.  W.  Keyes.  pi  .'stage 500  00 

8.      \Y.  H.  Dick,  for  Nelson 150  00 

E.  \Y.  Keyes,  postage 350  00 

Taylor  &  Gleason,  printing 09  00 

Alice  LTphoff,  services 8  00 

Lillian  Uphoff,  services 7  50 

( 1.  A.   Benson,  services 10  00 

\\ ■'.  L.  Thompson,  services J    50 

Chas.  W.  Miller,  expenses.  I  Dick  ) 50  00 

jefi  Crawford,  expenses,   (Dick) 50  00 

C.  K.  Lush,  cash  advanced 10  00 

German  American  Bank,  exchange 1  50 

10.  American  Express  Co.,  express 10  00 

<  r.  C.  Harney,  expenses,  ( Dick) 50  00' 

1 1.  Wis.  Tel.  Co..  telephone  expenses 72  97 

Novelty  Photo  Co..  photos 84  00 

Barron  Co.,  Shield,  supplements 3  00' 

Dunn  Co.,  news,  supplements 5  00 

i              Cantwell  Printing  Co 114  30 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION.      995 

i  ruder  Printing  Co.,  extra  papers,  (  Dirk  |  . 

J.  F.  Coulter,  expenses,  (  Dick) 

1  2.      E.  \V.  Keyes,  postage 

Chas.   I 'Iyer,  expenses 

Aug.  L2.     ( reo.  1  Iiidnall,  advertising,  |  Dick) 

X.  I'.  Stenjem,  expenses,  i  Dick  ) 

C.  E.   Broughton,  expenses.  (  I  )ick  i 

F.  W.  Taylor,  expenses.  (  Dick) 

Alex   (  rrignon,  expenses.    |  Dick  ) 

Bennett  &  Everson,  expenses,  |  Dick  ) 

D.  K.  Tenney,  rent  for  Sept 

Sen.  A.  W.  Sanborn,  expenses.  (  Dick)  .... 
J.  J.  McAvoy,  expenses,  (  Dick  ) 

1:!.     Dell  Mc  Donald,  expenses,  (  Dick) 

Ed.  Trudell,  expenses.    (  Dick) 

1  1.      !•"..  \V.  Keyes,  postage 

I".  S.  Express  Co.,  express 

15.     W.  II.  Dick,  for  T.  Nelson,  addressing-.  .  .  . 

E.  \Y.  Keyes,  postage 

Alice  I  Fphoff,  services 

Lillian   CJphoff,  services 

Amanda  Uphoff,  services 

•  ruy  Benson,  services 

1  7.     American  Express  Co.,  express 

.    C.  1\.  Lush,  cash  advanced 

E.  \V.  Keyes,  postage 

10.     American  Express  Co..  express 

20.  E.  Josten,  cigars  for  headquarters 

Elsie  Kross,  (  Plymouth  ).  copy  lists 

De  Forest  Times,  supplements 

Airs.  ( ;.  C.  1  Carney,  expenses,  (Dick) 

John  Strange,  expenses,  (  Dick) 

Weltburger  Pub.  Co.,  (Dick) 

Guy  L.   Rathlmn,   (  Dick) 

E.  W.  Keyes,  postage 

E.  \Y.  Keyes,  postage 

W.  H.  Dick,  for  mailing  and  addressing.  .  . 

E.  \Y.  Keyes,  postage 

\V.  H.  Dick,  cash  advanced 

N.  P.  Stenjem,  expenses.  (Dick) 

21.  Ferris  &  Ferris,  hauling 
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Kug.  2  I .     \Y.  J.  Campbell,  I  Dick) 10  00 

I.  M.  Stanffacher,  list  of  names,  (Dick).  .  6  00 
German  American   Bank,  draft  for  C.  W. 

Miller,    |  Dick) 50  15 

<  ilans     &     Jaeger,     (Waterloo),     German 

pamphlets 15  00 

C.  K.  Lush,  campaign  expenses,  trip 15  00 

<  ierman  American  Bank,  exchange  and  col- 

lection     2  00 

H.  A.  Krueger,  expenses,  (  Dick) 19  04 

Frank  1 1.  ( ioldner,  expenses.  (  Dick) 25  00 

( leo.  B.  Nelson,  expenses 4  00 

22.     A.  T.  'forge,  telephone 1   70 

Alice  Lphoff,  services 8  00 

Amanda    Uphoff,    services •.  7  50 

Lillian  Uphoff,  services ;    ;,it 

<  riiy  Benson,  services 10  00 

I-:.  W.  Keyes,  postage 20  00 

24.  E.  W.  Keyes.  postage 100  00 

W.  I  [.  Dick,  for  T.  Nelson 37  24 

Miles  'Riley,  services 40  00 

Ella  Kempf,  services 40  00 

E.   \Y.   Keyes,  postage 10   00 

25.  <  i.  C.  Rathbun,  expenses,  (  Dick  ) 50  00 

P.  W.  Silverwood,  expenses.  (Dick) 25  00 

Maurice  Marting,  expenses.  ('Dick) 25  00 

Total   $4,695  89 

Aug.    2.     Balance  on  hand $10  89 

6.  Received 500  00 

7.  Received .- " 500  00 

8.  Received 1,000-  00 

1 2.     Received 1,000  00 

20.      Received 1,000   00 

24.      Received   1,000  00 

Total $3,010  89 

Disbursed   ; 4,695  89 

\ng.  25.     Balance  on  hand $315  00 
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Aug.  25.     A.  R.  Van  Slyke,  expenses,   (Dick) 25  00 

.Miss  Ruth  Voight,  services,  (  Dick) 100  00 

Edward  Trudell,  expenses,  |  Dick) 25  00 

C.  I-:.  Broughton,  expenses,  (Dick) 150  00 

I  fenry  Lockney,  expenses.  (Dick) 75  00 

( i.  C.  I  larney.  expenses.  (  Dick  )..... 40  00 

26.  I-;.  W.  Keyes.  postage 500  00 

E.  Wl.   Keyes.  ,„  ,stage 15  00 

('.  S.  Express  Co 21  26 

L.  N.  Skavlen,  expenses,  (  I  )ick) 5  00 

X.  C.   Dexter,  expenses,   (  Dick  ) 5  00 

Tom   Foster,  expenses,  (  Dick) 25  00 

W.  ( i.  Dick,  cash  advanced 30  00 

Arthur  Hughes,  services  for  Aug" 60  00 

27.  Frank  I  I.  ( roldner,  expenses,  (Dick) 25  00 

T.  TI.  McElroy,  advertising 7  02 

I  [ancock  News,  advertising _ 3  27 

E.  \Y.  Keyes.  postage 1  50  00 

Taylor  &  ( rleason,  printing 123  00 

i  iarnet  Wadsworth,  'services 3  75 

IT.  W.  Frick,  services 5  00 

I  [enry  I  [uber,  cash  advanced 1  50 

Dell  McDonald,  services.  |  Dick) 30  00 

M.  IT.  Early,  expenses.  (  Dick) 75  00 

( i.  C.   I  larney.  expenses,  (Dick) 50  on 

1 ).   Elmer  Roberts,  expenses  (  Dick) 15  no 

E.  J.  Kempf.  posting  hills 20  00 

25.     X.  P.   Stenjem,  expenses.    |  Dick) 15  00 

29.     <  an    Benson,   services 15  00 

Wis.  Tel.  Co.,  rental 10  00 

J.  E.  Mosely,  supplies 10  25 

Wis.  Bill  Posting  Co.,  posting  hills 11  00 

Martin  L.  Dunn,  cigars S  00 

Capital  City  Paper  Co.,  paper 3  56 

E.  W.  Keyes.  postage 5  00 

W.  H.  Dick,  advanced  to  Nelson.  . 300  00 

Jennie  Nelson,  services 5  no 

E.  W.  Keyes.  postage 5  00 

M.  H.  Pastoret.  services  (Dick) 10  00 

James  WL  Good,  services.  (Dick) 75  00 

Edward  Fisher,  services,   i  Dick) 60  00 
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Henry  Krumsey,  services,  etc.,  (Dick)....  90  00- 

James  Swensen,  expenses.  (  Dick) 10  00 

I  i.  R.  Holverson,  expenses,  i  Dick) 10  00 

Emery  W.  Crosby,  services.  (  Dick  ) 80  00 

Chas.  W.  Miller,  services,   (  Dick  | 40  00 

Avenue   I  [otel,  meals 14  20 

F.  Josten,  cigars 2  00 

Jacob  Seigel,  expenses,  (  Dick  ) 5  00 

P.  W.  Silverwood,  services,  |  Dick  i 10  00 

31.     C.  K.  Lush,  expenses 20  00 

Miles  Riley,  services,  extra 5  00 

(  reo.   Waters,  expenses 2  00 

A.  H.  Van  Slyke,  expenses,  I  1  )ick  ) 50  00 

Otto  Wald,  janitor,  services 2  00. 

J.  M.  Axtell,  services,  I  Dick  ) 16  25 

Guy  L.  Rathbun,  expenses,   I  Dick  I 26  00 

Cleff  Summerfield,  expenses,  <  Dick) 15  00 

Mews  Era,  services 4  80 

W.  IT.  Dick,  refund 500  00 

C.  E.  Broughton,  expenses.  (  Dick  ) 100  00 

\\  .  II.  Dick,  advanced  to  C  W.  Miller.  .  .  .  36  00 

N.  P.  Stenjem,  expenses,  (  Dick  ) 10  00 

G.  C.  Harney,  services,  (  Dick  ) 125  00 

American   Express  Co.,  express 7  29 

F.  1 1.  ( roldner,  expenses,  (  Dick) 22  50 

I '.  J.   Favell,  expenses,   I  I  )ick  ) 1  00 

Henry  1  [uber,  expenses.  |  I  >ick  | 40  00 

Hokanson  Auto  Co..  automobile 49  73 

Knute  Johnson,  services 5  00 

John  P..  Pecher,  services 5  00 

Total  $4,100  3S 

An-.  26.      Balance  on  hand $315  00 

26.  Received 1.500   00 

27.  Received    from  \Y.    I  I.   Dick '  500   00 

29.     Received 1,000  00 

31.      Received 1,000   00 

Total   $4,315  00 

Sept.    2.     T<  .tal  disbursed $4,100  38 

Sept.     3.     Balance  i  >n  hand $214  62 
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William  II.  Hatton  Campaign  Fund. 

I  >isbursed. 

5.     Wis.  Tel.  Co.,  rental  and  tolls  in  full LOS  80 

Parsons  Printing  Co.,  stationery 1    1". 

Madison  Gas  Co.,  light 2  89 

7.     X.  P.  Stenjem,  services,  (Dick)    75  00 

15.     <  Herman  American  Bank,  exchange 3  00 

Underwood  Typewriter  Co.,  3  mo.  rent.  ...  IV  on 

Total   $208  8G 

Sept.    3.     Balance  on  hand   $214  62 

1  1.     Received  on  office  rent  and  table IP  00 

15.     Received  on  office  furniture 15  00 

Total   '  $239  62 

Disbursed  $208  86 

Sept.  1  7.     Balance  on  hand $30   7*6 

24.     C.  K.  Lush,  advanced  for  small  hills $10  00 

I  )ra  ft  t«  i  W.  I  T.  Hatton   14  04 

Total    $24  04 

Sept.  17.     Last  balance 0   76 

Sept.  24.     Last  disbursements $24   ui 


Error  of $6  72 


Adjourned  until  March  2,  1909,  at  nine  o'clock  a.  m. 
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Madison,  Wis.,,  March  2.  1909. 

9  O'Clock  A.  M. 

Hearing-  resumed. 

All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  Mr.  Chairman,  before  we  take  up  any  pro- 
ceedings. I  notice  that  the  legislature  has  passed,  I  think  both 
houses,  a  resolution,  to  print  five  hundred  copies  of  the  proceed- 
ings, and  it  occurred  to  me  that  the  proceedings  would  be  much 
more  valuable  if  they  were  properly  indexed,  and  in  order  to  bring 
the  matter  to  a  head  and  see  what  the  other  members  of  the  com- 
mittee think  about  it,  I  move  that  a  competent  and  professional 
indexer  be  engaged. to  index  the  proceedings,  and  have  the  index 
made  a  part  of  the  record. 

Mr.  Iira\':  Mr.  Hambrecht  spoke  to  me  about  this,  I  hadn't 
thought  about  it  before,  but  from  the  size  of  the  record  that  it 
appears  we  are  going  to  have,  it  would  appear  quite  necessary. 
When  you  come  to  find  some  testimony  about  a  certain  matter  it 
would  be  difficult  to  hud  it  unless  it  is  properly  indexed. 

Motion  seconded. 

The  Chairman:  Moved  and  seconded  that  the  committee  em- 
ploy an  indexer  for  the  purpose  of  indexing  the  testimony  and 
proceedings.  Those  in  favor  of  that  motion  will  say  aye;  those 
opposed,  no.     The' motion  is  carried. 

The  Chairman  :  Now,  Mr.  Van  Cleve  is  here,  and  1  understand 
he  is  anxious  to  get  away  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  T  would  like  to  ask,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
original  letter  from  Mr.  Stone  to  Senator  Blaine  has  been  produced 
yet  ? 

The  Chairman:     No,  it  hasn't  been  produced  to  me. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  would  suggest,  then,  that  the  clerk  call  on 
Mr.  Blaine  and  have  it  brought  in.  I  would  like  to  have  it  pro- 
duced before  the  committee  this  morning. 

The  Chairman:     We  can  send  out  for  that  without  stopping. 

The  Chairman:  Mr.  Cowling,  is  this  the  account  that  you  in- 
tended to  have  copied? 
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Mr.  Cowling:     Yes,  that  is  the  account  from  the  time  I  started 

in,  including  every  single  item  thai  passed  through  my  hands. 
That's  every  penny. 

The  Chairman:  It  is  the  understanding  that  this  is  to  be  copied 
into  our  record ? 

Air.  Cowling:  It  starts  in  from  this  rubber,  for  the  reason  that 
this  is  an  old  journal  that  I  used  to  use  years  ago  when  1  was  prac- 
ticing law.  before  1  got  into  politics.  I  would  like  to  have  the 
book  preserved,  because  it  is  the  only  thing  \  have  got,  after  this 
thing  is  over,  to  account  with  Air.  Cook,  and  f  expect  when  this 
is  over  he  will  send  for  me  to  come  up  to  Neenah  some  da}',  and 
that's  all  I  have  got. 

The  Chairman:  If  there  is  no  objection,  this  honk  will  be 
marked  as  an  exhibit  from  pages  145  to  220,  inclusive,  and  will 
be  received  in  evidence. 

Said  book  was  marked  Exhibit  79,  and  appears  in  record  at 
page  \<)C)2. 


].  A.  Van  Cleve,  being  first  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Senator  Husting: 

Q.    Mr.  Van  Cleve.  where  is  your  home? 

A.  Marinette. 

Q.  And  what  is  your  business? 

A.  1  am  in  the  real  estate  business,  have  been  all  my  life:  prin- 
cipally timber  lands. 

Q-   A.Fe  you  ako  associated  with  any  bank  in  Marinette? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  am  president  of  the  Stephenson  National   Bank. 

O.  Have  you  brought  with  you  any  papers,  books,  documents, 
check's  and  other  records? 

A.   Yes.  sir.  all  that  T  have  got. 

0.  Will  you  please  produce  them? 

t  Tapers  produced  by  witness.  \ 

[J.   You  have  produced  fifteen  checks.'    Please  mark  them. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Just  a  moment.  May  I  see  them  before  they  are 
marked  ? 

Senator   1  lusting:      Certainly. 

64 


1002      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     These  are  Mr.  Van  Cleve's  personal  checks. 

A.    Personal  checks,  used  in  the  Marinette  county  campaign. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Used,  as  I  understand  it.  in  the  Marinette  count} 
campaign  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Said  checks  were  marked  Exhihit  80.  consisting  of  checks  on 
the  Stephenson  National  Bank  of  Marinette.  Wisconsin,  signed 
by  J.  A.  Van  Cleve.  numbered  as  follows:    7324.  7283.  -2^2,  7280, 

7277.  727(><  7274<  7273-  7272-  72<»)-  72(i7-  72(^-  7^2,  7-nI  and 
7258. 

Statement  produced  by  the  witness  marked  Exhibit  Si.  and  ap- 
pears in  record  at  page  1738. 

O.  What  do  these  checks  purport  to  he  for? 

A.  They  were  for  disbursements  that  I  made  in  the  Marinette 
county  campaign.  I  had  charge  of  that  campaign  in  Marinette 
county.  That's  part  of  the  disbursements  that  I  mad.-.  Those 
checks,  with  the  exception  of  one  for  $71  and  some  cents,  which 
was  sent  to  C.  D.  Ross  in  Forest  county:  with  the  exception  of 
that  check  the  rest  of  them  were  all  used  in  paying  the  expenses 
of  the  Marinette  county  campaign,  which  money  I  disbursed  my- 
self. Of  course,  the  balance  of  it.  1  think  there  is  about,  a  little 
less  than  $300  in  that  bunch;  aside  from  that  $71  check  the  rest 
of  it  was  disbursed  in  cash  as  shown  by  that  statement  (Exhibit 
81). 

O.  Does  this  statement  purport  to  he  a  full  and  complete  ac- 
count of  all  moneys  spent  by  you  in  Marinette  county? 

A.  Every  single  dollar  that  I  expended-myself,  yes,  sir.  Every 
single  dollar  that  I  expended  myself  is  in  that  statement. 

O.  Were  you  the  only  man  in  Marinette  county  that  spent  any 
money  on  behalf  of  .Mr.  Stephenson  or  disbursed  any  moneys  for 
him  ? 

A.  I  am  the  only  one  that  1  know  of.  Of  course.  1  presume 
private,  individuals  might  have  disbursed  some  money  for  him. 
but  T  don't  know  of  any  besides  myself.  T  had  charge  of  that 
campaign  in  Marinette  county,  that  is.  the  primary  campaign,  and 
that  statement  there  shows  to  a  cent  the  exact  disbursements  that 
1  made. 

O.  Do  you  know  whether  Senator  Stephenson  himself  disbursed 
any  moneys  in  Marinette  county?1 

A.  I  don't  know  absolutely:  1  presume  he  might  have,  some, 
but  I  don't  know  of  it  absolutely. 
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O.  Haw  you  any  reliable  information  or  knowledge  of  whether 
and  how  much  he  spent  personally  in  the  campaign  ? 

A.  I  haven't,  no.  sir.  You  see,  in  Marinette  county  he  left  the 
campaign  in  my  hands  and  he  authorized  me  to  go  ahead  and  do 
what  was  necessary  to  get  the  vote  out.  Of  course,  the  main 
thing  ii])  there  was  to  get  the  vote  out  on  primary  day.  because  the 
farmers  were  very  busy  and  all  that  kind  of  thing,  and  this  money 
was  disbursed  mostly  for  that  purpose,  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
the  voters  to  the  polls. 

Q.  Was  Senator  Stephenson  in  .Marinette  during  the  greater 
part  of  the  primary  election? 

A.   Yes.  a  good  deal  of  the  time. 

O.  Well,  didn't  he.  as  a  matter  of  fact,  disburse  quite  a  little 
money  right  in  the  city  of  Marinette? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  that  was  disbursed  except  what  was  dis- 
bursed by  myself,  but  I  presume  he  did  disburse  some  money.  I 
don't  know  of  it  myself. 

Q.  You  never  went  with  Senator  Stephenson  when  he  disbursed 
any  money  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  never  saw  him  pay  but  a  dollar.  I  don't  know  of 
a  dollar  that  he  paid  out  to  anybody  except  what  1  paid  out  myself. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  or  not  your  account  is  presented  any- 
wheres than  in  the  statement  that  has  been  filed  here? 

A.  When  the  campaign  was  over — of  course,  this  money  that 
was  disbursed  in  running  the  Marinette  county  campaign  T  dis- 
bursed myself.  I  paid  it  out  of  my  own  pocket,  and  after  the  cam- 
paign was  over  I  made  a  statement  and  took  it  in  to  Mr.  Brown, 
the  cashier  of  the  bank,  and  he  gave  me  a  check  for  the  amount, 
which  is  identically  the  same  as  is  shown  on  that  statement. 

O.  Who  gave  you  the  check?1 

A.  I  Tarry  J.  Brown,  the  cashier  of  the  Stephenson  National 
Bank. 

O.  What  was  this  check.  No.  7324.  payable  to  Charles  H.  Ross, 
what  was  that  for  ? 

A.  Mr.  Ross  is  a  gentleman  with  whom  T  am  very  well  ac- 
quainted, and  he  lived  in  Cavour  in  Forest  county.  1  fe  did  a  good 
deal  of  work  in  the  way  of  getting  out  the  vote;  of  course,  that 
is  a  country  that  is  very  sparsely  settled,  and  it  was  necessarv  to 
get  the  voters  to  the  polls,  and  most  of  it  was  used  for  that  pur- 
pose, for  paying  their  fare,  and  one  thing  and  another,  to  get  them 
to  the  voting  precincts. 
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O.  Did  he  make  an  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  he  made  an  account,  and  I  also  turned  that  over,  I 
haven't  got  it  with  me,  but  I  turned  it  over  at  the  time  that  I 
turned  in  my  other  papers.  That  is  the  only  disbursement  that  I 
made  outside  of  Marinette  county. 

O.   You  haven't  got  an}'  statement  here? 

A.  Of  Ross,  do  you  mean  ? 

0.  Yes. 

A.  No,  I  say  I  turned  that  over.  It  is  here  I  presume,  some- 
where. I  haven't  got  it  now.  but  it  was  an  itemized  statement 
showing  just  what  he  used  the  money  for.  and  so  much  for  this 
purpose  and  so  much  for  that,  the  total. 

(J.   Who  did  you  turn  it  over  to.  Air.  Van  C'eve? 

A.  I  turned  it  over  to  Air.  Upham.  hie  was  at  Marinette  just 
before  this  investigation  started  looking  over  things,  and  lie  asked 
for  that  and  I  gave  it  to  him. 

Q.    Well,  do  you  recollect  just  what  the  item-,  were? 

A.  Well,  in  a  general  way  they  were  just  what  1  stated,  they 
were  so  much  for  fares — as  I  said  before,  that  is  a  sparsely  settled 
country  and  it  costs  quite  a  good  deal  to  get  over  it  and  a  good 
deal  of  it,  I  think,  was  for  faro  and  for  work  that  he  did:  it  was 
all  itemized  and  seemed  to.be  all  right:  no  large  items  in  it:  a 
bunch  of  small  items,  as  I  recollect  it. 

O.  Here  is  an  item,  S/j.So.  to  Elmer  Grimmer,  and  on  this 
check  is  a  notation  "For  Lawrence  Barrett,  Editor  Peshtigo 
Times." 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Why  was  that  sent  to  Mr.  Grimmer? 

A.  Air.  Grimmer  had  been  helping  us  a  good  deal  in  the  cam- 
paign and  he  was  a  friend  of  Air.  Barrett's,  and  he  was  going  down 
to  Peshtigo  one  day  and  he  said  he  would  pay  that  to  him.  and  he 
did.  and  I  gave  Air.  Grimmer  a  check,  and  he  said  he  would  pay  it 
to  Air.  Barrett,  for  service-. 

O.  Why  didn't  you  make  that  payable  directly  to  Air.  Barrett? 

A.  Well,  for  the  reason  that  T-  have  stated,  that  Air.  Grimmer 
was  going  down  there  and  he  said  he  would  take  the  money  down 
and  I  gave  him  a  check  for  it  and  he  took  it  down.  I  don't  know 
of  any  other  reason. 

O.  Do  you  know  why  the  check  wasn't  made  payable  to  Law- 
rence Barrett? 

A.  Air.  Grimmer  had  made  this  arrangement  with  Air.  Barrett, 
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he  and  Grimmer  were  personal  friends,  I  am  not  very  well    ac- 
quainted with  Mr.  Barrett,  I  just  knew  him,  he  made  the  arrange- 
ment with  Mr.  Barett  to  give  his  service  -  during  the  campaigi 
$25 — at  least  he  said  he  would  pay  him  $25 — so  I  gave  the  money 
to  Grimmer  and  Grimmer  gave  it  to  him. 

Q.  What  did  Lawrence  Barrett  do? 
A.  1  le  is  the  editor  of  that  paper. 

O.  I  say  what  did  he  do  for  the  $25? 

A.  lie  gave  us  write-ups  and  work  of  that  description. 

Q.   Wrote  editorials  in  the  paper? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know.  1  presume  so,  yes;  write-ups,  as  you 
might  call  them. 

0.     Check  7277,  j.  F.  Poyer. 

A.  That  was  for  an  automobile  that  we  hired  to  go  through  the 
c<  >untry  on. 

0.  Where  does  Mr.  Poyer  live? 

A.  lie  lives  in  Menominee,  Michigan.  He  keeps  an  automo- 
bile garage. 

Q.  Here  is  a  check  to  Emil  Grimmer,  number  7276.  What 
was  that  f<  >r  ? 

A.  That  was  for  taking  rare  of  the  Crivitz  precinct,  Mr.  Grim- 
mer came  from  Crivitz,  it  is  now  the  town  of  Stephenson,  and  he 
is  very  well  acquainted  through  that  country,  and  I  arranged 
with  him  to  go  over  there  primary  day  and  hire  three  men  or 
three  teams  to  get  the  vote  out,  which  he  did;  he  went  over  there 
and  disbursed  it  in  that  way. 

Q.   Check  number  721  I.  S.  D.  Woodard,  $13. 

A.  That's  in  Peshtigo,  that  was  $13,  I  gave  that  to  Mr.  Wood- 
ard to  employ  teams  to  carry  the  voters  to  the  polls  on  election 
day  in  the  city  of  Peshtigo. 

Q.  Was  any  part  of  that  compensation  to  Mr.  Woodard? 

A*.   Not  a  cent  of  it  ;  not  a  cent. 

Q.    I  fere  is  a  check  to  Holquist — 

A.  That's  a  livery  bill ;  that  was  for  livery  teams  that  we  hired 
in  the  city  there  during  primary  day. 

Q.   Here  is  a  check,  number  7276,  to  Joseph  Cota. 

A.  Joseph  Cota  lives  in  a  sparsely  settled  section  of  the  country 
there,  in  a  little  place  called  Marick.  This  town  of  Marick  I  pre- 
sume in  a  roundabout  way  is  maybe  fifteen  or  twenty  miles  from 
the  polls,  and  in  order  to  get  to  the  polls  the  voters  had  to  take 
the  train  and  go  around  to  Amberg,  and  this  money  was  given 
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him  to  pay  the  transportation  of  the  voters  from  Marick  to  Ara- 
berg.  the  voting  place. 

O.  Did  he  ever  render  an  account  to  your 

A.  No,  sir.  I  didn't  ask  him  to,  except  that  he  said  he  thought 
il  would  cost  $20,  and  I  sent  him  $20,  and  I  know  one  thing,  I 
know  the  voters  went  there.  I  found  that  out  afterward. 

0.  You  think  you  got  your  money's  worth  there? 

A.    f  think  we  got  our  money's  worth  there  and  more,  too. 

Q.  George  E.  Bogeraud.  $15,  number  7262? 

A.  That  is  the  town  of  Wauseka,  in  the  same  way  that  Grim- 
mer's  was,  I  had  some  correspondence  with  him  and  he  said  that 
he  thought  we  ougm  to  have  three  teams  out  to  get  them  to  the 
town  of  Wauseka,  thai  is,  the  country  vote,  and  I  sent  him  $15 
to  get  those  three  teams  and  teamsters. 

Q.  They  charge  $5.00  a  team,  do  they? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  and  it  is  worth  it,  from  six  o'clock  in  the  morning 
to  six  o'clock  in  the  night. 

Q.   Well,  they  don't  commence  getting  in  the  vote  that  early? 

A.  We  make  them  hustle,  I  can  tell  you  'that,  every  one  that 
worked  for  us  had  to  hustle;  we  were  willing  to  pay  for  hustlers. 
By  the  way,  that  is  the  ordinary  price  tip  there,  that's  been  the 
custom  for  years  ;  anybody  that  furnishes  a  team  or  works  around 
the  polls  is  supposed  to  get  $5.00,  nobody  will  work  for  any  less 
than  that. 

Q.    This  money  was  paid  then  to  stimulate  the  hustling? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  that's  what  it  was. 

O.  Check  number  7261,  G.  L.  Torsen,  he  is  editor  of  the  Scan- 
dinavian paper  there.  That  was  given  to  him  in  the  same  way, 
that  the  money  was  given  to  the  editor  of  the  Feshtigo  Times, 
for  write-ups  and  work  of  that  kind  during  the  campaign. 

Q.    Did  he  ever  render  you  an  account? 

A.  Xo,  sir,  didn't  ask  him  to.  I  saw  what  he  was  writing  in 
his  paper,  though,  from  week  to  week,  I  kept  tab  on  that. 

O.   So  he  was  keeping  up  his  end  of  the  bargain  all  right? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  he  earned  his  money  all  right.  All  those  editors 
did. 

Q.  Cheek  number  7258,  II.  Schomaker,  $25? 

A.  That  was  the  German  paper  in  Marinette.  He  was  editor 
of  the  German  paper.  That  was  given  to  him  for  the  same  pur- 
pose, for  write-ups. 
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Q.  Now,  there  is  an  item  here,  !•'.  E.  Noyes  and  Eagle  Printing 
Company,  $265.     What  is  that? 

A.  Well,  the  $65  was  paid  out  for  small  bills  and  the  $200  was 
given  to  Mr.  Noyes  after  the  campaign  was  over.  After  the  cam- 
paign was  over  it  was  given  t<>  him  for  services,  that  is.  for  write- 
ups.  He  is  running  a  daily  paper  there,  and  it  was  given  to  him 
for  that  purpose. 

Q.    Peshtigo  Times.  $25? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  any  of  these  cheeks  cover  any  of  these  items  or  is  that 
additional  ~" 

A.  Thai  Peshtigo  Times,  that  Grimmer  check  you  are  talking 
about  covers  that. 

Q.    Is  this  a  statement   in  addition  to  these  cheeks? 

A.  \o.  that  statement  there,  SI 92. } :>,  partly  is  covered  by  those 
checks.  The  balance  of  it,  the  difference  between  those  checks. 
those  checks  represent  less  than  $300,  the  balance  of  it  I  paid  out 
in  currency. 

Q.    Are  all  these  checks  included? 

A.  All  except  that  one  in  Cavour,  the  one  there  in  Forest 
count}'.  The  first  one.  that  Ross  check,  is  not  included  in  there, 
but  everything  else  is. 

O.  Then  tin-is  account  is  $71.35  short? 

A.  Well.  I  didn't  intend  to  include — if  you  will  look  at  the 
heading  of  that  you  will  see  that  it  is  for  disbursements  in  Mari- 
nette count}'.  That  one  check  there  is  the  only  check  that  I  paid 
outside  of  Marinette  count}'.  That  isn't  included  in  that  state- 
ment. 

Q.   It  isn't  included  in  any  statement? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  that  would  increase  it? 

A.   Of  course  you  could  add  that  to  the  $"792.75. 

O.  The  first  item,  Noyes  and  Eagle  Printing  Company — is  Mr. 
Noyes  proprietor  of  the  Eagle  Printing-  Company? 

A.   Yes,  sir.  he  is  the  proprietor  and  editor. 

O.  Xo  one  else  connected  with  that  company? 

A.  Well,  he  is  the  editor  and  proprietor.  (  >f  course  there  are 
others  connected  with  it.  They  run  a  daily  paper  there  ;  of  course 
there  are  quite  a  number  work  for  the  paper. 

Q.  Is  1".  I-'..  Noyes  the  firm  name,  or  the  Eagle  Printing  Corn- 
pan}-  ? 
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A.  No,  the  Eagle  Printing'  Company.  I  paid  $200  of  that  to 
F.  E.  Noyes  and  $65,  as  the  check  shows  there,  to  the  Eagle 
Printing  Company. 

Q.  And  this  item  marked  four  livery  bills,  and  there  is  an  item 
of  $5.00  m  cash  ;  to  whom  was  that  paid?     , 

A.  That  was  paid  to  another  livery  man  there  by  the  name  of 
Clas.     I  paid  that  to  him  in  cash. 

0.   You  have  an  item  here  "Amberg,  $25." 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  was  paid  to  a  friend  of  ours  in  Amberg  to 
secure  teams.  Amberg  is  a  large  town.  It  has  got  three  or  four 
congressional  townships,  and  of  course  there  are  quite  a  good 
mam-  farmers,  there,  and  we  had  to  arrange  to  get  the  farmer 
vote  out. 

Q.  Who  was  that  paid  to? 

A.  Well,  now  when  it  comes  to  that.  I  want  to  say  this  about 
giving  those  names.  I  don't  care  to  do  it  unless  I  am  compelled  to. 
for  this  reason,  that  those  amounts  there,  as  you  see.  are  all  small 
amounts  and  of  course  I  don't  care  to  he  giving  away  my  friends. 
I  don't  think  that  you.  Senator,  would  like  to  do  it  yourself  if 
you  were  in  my  place.  Of  course  that  money  was  honestly  paid 
out  for  legitimate  services,  every  single  dollar. 

Q.  Well,  there  won't  be  any  odium  attached  to  it  if  it  was  paid 
out  legitimately. 

A.  Unless  I  am  compelled  to.  I  don't  care  to  give  out  the  names 
of  everybody  to  whom  1  paid  this.  T  will  tell  you  how  it  was 
disbursed  and  who  got  it  if  I  am  compelled  to. 

O.  I  don't  think  that  we  can  make  an  exception  in  your  case, 
we  have  put  this  question  to  everybody,  and  I  think  you  ought  to 
answer  it. 

A.  Well,  I  don't  want  to  unless  your  committee  insists  upon  it. 
It's  like  this,  if  your  committee  will  just  look  that  over  you  will 
see  they  are  all  small  amounts,  there  were  forty  or  fifty  people  to 
whom  I  gave  small  amounts  for  services  and  good,  hard  work 
that  was  actually  rendered.  Now,  I  don't  care  to  give  those  peo- 
ple all  away,  I  don't  want  to  do  it,  and  I  won't  do  it  unless  I  am 
compelled  to. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  All  you  need  to  do.  then,  is  to  refuse  to 
testify. 

A.  Take,  for  instance,  one  of  those  towns,  I  think  the  amount 
that  I  disbursed  in  that  precinct  was  $30,  the  town  of  Pound,  that 
$25  ;  now  I  will  tell  you  how  that  was  disbursed,  and  the  other 
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money  wa.s  disbursed  in  exactly  the  same  way.  The  town  of 
Pound  is  a  large  town,  it  is  a  congressional  township  and  a  half 
anyway,  and  this  primary  election  was  right  in  a  very  busy  sea- 
son, right  the  first  of  September  when  the  farmers  were  all  busy 
and  we  had  to  gel  them  to  the  polls,  and  we  simply  had  to  arrange 
to  get  them  to  the  polls,  the  sentiment  was  all  in  favor  of  Senator 
Stephenson,  everyone  wanted  to  vote  for  him  apparently,  but 
unless  they  could  be  taken  to  the  polls  and  brought  back  a  good 
many  of  them  we  thought  wouldn't  go.  I  paid  one  man  $10 
and  three  others  $5.00  apiece  to  furnish  their  teams  and  to  hustle 
all  day  from  morning  to  night  to  get  that  vote  out.  Now  that 
was  the  way  the  money  was  used,  and  I  don't  think  this  com- 
mittee ought  to  call  on  me  to  give  the  names  of  our  friends  that 
were  helping  us. 

The  Chairman:  If  they  worked  and  actually  earned  the 
money,  I  don't  see  how  there  is  any  odium  attached  to  it. 

A.  Well,  these  things  get  into  the  newspapers  and  people  don't 
like  to  have  those  things  paraded.  Of  course  I  have  got  the 
names.  I  can  do  it,  but  1  tell  yon,  gentlemen,  that  not  one  single 
dollar  of  that  was  wasted,  it  was  all  paid  for  good,  hard  work,  all 
of  it. 

Q.    Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  of  it? 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

Q.    You  weren't  there  ? 

A.  I  had  men  around  to  see  that  these  men  that  we  hired  were 
working. 

O.  Tt  is  a  mere  matter  of  hearsay,  then,  whether  it  was  spent  or 
not? 

A.  I  took  every  precaution  that  could  be  taken  to  see  that  they 
worked. 

Q.  Yon  don't  pretend  to  say  that  yon  were  all  over  the  county 
tli at  day  ? 

A.    Xo.  sir,  not  by  any  mean-. 

Q.  Well,  how  can  yon  testify  that  those  were  all  honestly  ex- 
pended ? 

A     I  say  from  all  the  information  1  could  get. 

Q.    I  am  asking  you  for  your  own  knowledge. 

A.  T  am  giving  yon  my  own  knowledge.  I  had  men  out  to 
see  that  these  men  that  we  employed  were  attending  to  the  busi- 
ness, and  of  course  I  couldn't,  as  yon  say,  be  all  over  the  county 
myself,  and  didn't  undertake  to. 
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Q.  So  that  you  cannot  tell  of  your  own  knowledge  whether  it 
was  spent  in  that  way  or  not? 

A.  Only  in  the  way  that  anybody  could  be  able  to  tell. 
Q.   I  think  that  I  shall  ask  you.  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  to  whom  you 
paid  the  $25  in  Amberg? 

A.  Unless  the  committee  insists  on  it  I  do  not  want  to  give  any 
names.  If  the  committee  insists  on  it  I  will  do  it,  but  under  pro- 
test. I  do  not  want  to  give  away  the  names  of  my  friends  for 
such  little  paltry  amounts  as  are  represented  on  that  sheet.  If  a 
man  gets  $5,  the  name  is  in  the  paper. 

Mr.  Whitman:     There  isn't  anything  suspicious  about  this? 

A.   There  is  nothing  suspicious. 

Senator  Husting- :  I  suppose  we  might  as  well  face  that.  If 
it  is  the  rule  that  we  cannot  ask  questions  until  something  guilty 
is  established,  we  have  got  to  the  end  of  our  examination. 

.Mr.  Bray:  lie  didn't  say  that,  that  there  was  anything  guilty. 
I  [e  -aid  "suspicious." 

Senator  Husting:     Veil,  he  said  suspicious. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  The  point  is  this,  that  where  matters  would  be 
regular  on  their  face  I  would  not  say  at  this  time  to  be  bothering 
with  it.  although  I  say  it  within  the  scope  of  the  examination. 

A.  If  there  was  any  large  amount  it  would  be  different,  but  they 
are  all  paltry  amounts.  As  I  say,  it  was  all  money  that  was  earned, 
and  there  was  none  oi  it  wasted,  and  none  of  it  put  into  saloons  or 
anything  of  that  kind. 

O.  You  are  making  those  statements.  You  don't  know  whether 
any  of  it  was  put  into  saloons  or  not. 

A.  Senator,  they  are  true,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and 
belief.  I  believe  them  true  from  the  information  I  got.  I  had 
facilities  for  getting  a  good  deal  of  information,  and  did  get  a  good 
deal  of  information. 

Q.  Have  you  any  statement  as  to  how  this  money  was  ex- 
pended ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.   Have  you  it  here? 

A.  I  turned  it  in.  I  made  a  statement  at  the  time  that  money 
was  turned  back  to  him.  I  made  a  statement  and  gave  it  to  Harry 
i.  Brown,  cashier  of  our  bank.  He  is  the  man  who  gives  a  check 
for  the  entire  amount. 

Q.   Has  he  got  this  statement? 

A.   I  don't  know.     I  save  it  to  him. 
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(_).   What  did  Harry  Brown  have  to  do  with  the  campaign? 

\.   He  didn't  have  anything  to  *  1  * >  with  it  excepl  pay  that  check. 

O.   How  did  it  come  that  you  handed  him  over  the  report? 

A.  Mr.  Brown  is  the  son-in-law  of  Mr.  Stephenson  and  the 
arrangement  was  thai  I  was  to  take  charge  of  the  Marinette  county 
campaign  ;  and  when  it  was  all  over  I  was  to  turn  in  a  statement — 
at  least,  they  didn't  ask  me  to  turn  in  a  statement,  but  he  was  in- 
structed to  pay  me  whatever  the  campaign  expenses  were  But, 
I  did.  a-  a  matter  of  fact,  turn  in  an  itemized  statement,  and  the 
total  is  exactly  the  amount  as  totalled  en  that  Ftatement  there. 

Q.  You  turned  in  an  itemized  account  of  each  item  you  have 
•  »n  thi->  -lip  ? 

A.    Ye-,  sir. 

Mr.  llyzer:     Will  you  let  me  show  Mr.  Van  Cleve  a  document ? 

Mr.  Husting:     Yes. 

Mi-.  !  [yzer:      I  merely  want  to  ask  him  if  this  'V  it. 

<  Showing  witness  paper,  i 

A.   That  is  it;  that  i-  the  statement. 

Senator  Husting:  Q.  That  is  the  statement  you  turned  over 
to  Mr.  Brown  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(  ).  Where  are  the  statements  turned  over  to  you  by  the  men  in 
the  t<»wns  ? 

A.  I  didn't  get  any  statement-  from  them.  T  made  arrange- 
ment- with  them,  and  paid  them  the  money.  T  didn't  ask  them 
for  any  statement.  You  don't  usually  do  that  in  politics,  do  you? 
I  -ue-.-  you  have  been  in  politics,  and  1  don't  believe  you  do  that 
yourself. 

ator  Husting:     T  want  to  except,  as  far  as  1  am  concerned. 
I  never  paid  any  man  any  money  to  get  vote-  for  me. 

Mr.  Bray:     Tin-  committee  is  all  pure,  you  know. 

Senator  Husting :  T  do  not  claim  to  he  any  purer  than  anybody 
el-e.      1  am  stating  a  fact. 

Witness:  Our  county  is  a  large  county,  and  sparsely  settled. 
and  the  main  thing  was  to  get  out  the  vote. 

Mr.  Whitman:  i  to  witness)  Mow,  as  far  as  the  members  of 
the  committee  seeing  this,  you  would  not  object  ? 

V  It  is  bearing  down  on  the  mourner-  pretty  hard  to  give  the 
names,  when  you  can  see  from  the  statement  there  is  nothing 
wrong  about  it :  but.  the  items  are  all  in  that  bill  there,  and  the 
persons  to  whom  the  money  was  paid. 
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Air.  Bray:  (to  Senator  Husting)  Did  you  make  the  state- 
ment, Senator  Husting,  that  you  didn't  pay  any  money  to  any  man 
in  your  campaign  ? 

Senator  Husting :     Yes. 

Mr.  Bray:     What  did  you  pay  money  for? 

Senator  Husting:     Go  and  look  at  my  expense  account. 

Mr.  Bray:     I  have  got  it  right  here.     You  file  it  in  a  lump  sum. 

Senator  Husting :     Yes,  there  were  no  items  over  $5.00. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     I  think  this  is  out  of  order,  gentlemen. 

The  Chairman  :     Yes.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Husting:  L  say  I  paid  nobody  anything,  and  you  can 
find  it  on  the  statement. 

The  Chairman  :  It  don't  matter  whether  you  did  or  not.  That 
is  not  what  we  are  investigating  now.  Proceed  with  the  exam- 
ination. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  Now.  will  you  state  to  whom  you  paid  this  $25,  Mr.  Van 
Cleve? 

A.  Which  $25  do  you  mean? 

O.  To  Amberg. 

A.  1  say,  Senator,  I*  will  not  do  that,  unless  the  committee  forces 
me  to  do  it. 

Senator  Husting:     Well,  I  move  that  he  be  required  to  answer. 

Senator  Morris:   I  second  the  motion. 

The  Chairman:  It  has  been  moved  and  seconded  that  the  wit- 
ness he  requested  to  answer  as  to  whom  he  paid  the  amount  named 
upon  the  statement  here.     Are  you  ready  for  the  question? 

Air.  Brav :  This  question  has  a  very  familiar  aspect  to  me. 
It  seems  to  me  we  have  heard  of  it  before.  I  voted  to  compel 
Mr.  Bancroft  to  answer  questions  of  that  kind,  and  if  you  are 
going  to  put  this  to  a  vote  I  will  vote  the  same  way  this  time  ;  but 
I  do  think  that  there  is  a  very  much  larger  and  broader  question 
involved  and  that  is  the  question  of  whether  we  are  going,  in  this 
investigation,  into  the  campaign  management  in  counties,  to  the 
extent  of  getting  the  name  of  every  man  in  every  county.  That 
is,  are  we  going  into  several  months'  work.  I  think  whatever  we 
desire  to  do  we  ought  to  be  consistent.  We  ought  not  to  compel 
a  man  in  one  county  to  give  the  names  of  all  that  did  the  work 
unless  we  go  into  all  the  counties.  It  seems  to  me  the  question 
of  whether  Mr.  Van  Cleve  is  to  answer  is  comparatively  unim- 
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portant; it  seems  to  me  it  is  a  question  of  the  extent  that  we  want 
to  go  in  the  investigation. 

The  Chairman:     Arc  yon  ready   for  the  question,  gentlemen? 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Mr.  Van  Cleve  wants  to  take  a  moment. 

Mr.  Van  Cleve:  Before  voting  on  that  I  would  like  the  com- 
mittee to  glance  over  that  statement,  and  yon  will  see  that  the  items 
arc  very  small  in  it,  with  the  exception  of  the  first  one. 

Mr.  Whitman:  i  to  the  members  of  the  committee)  ('.lance  it 
over  and  see. 

Senator  Morris:  1  supposed  this  was  on  the  attitude  of  the 
committee.  A  large  amount  might  he  spent  legitimately,  and  a 
small  amount  might  he  spent  fraudulently. 

Witness:  T  am  perfectly  willing  to  state  how  every  dollar  was 
spent,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  was  spent. 

Mr.  Bray:  T  move,  as  an  amendment  to  your  motion,  that  this 
be  made  an  exhibit,  instead  of  being  read  a'oud. 

Senator  Husting :  That  does  not  reach  the  question:  That  is 
a  statement  Mr.  Van  Cleve  made  to  Mr.  Brown.  What  I  am  ask- 
ing is  whether  the  gentlemen  in  Amberg  made  an  account  to  Mr. 
Van  Cleve.  lie  says  "No."  Then  I  ask  him:  "To  whom  did 
you  pay  this  $25  in  the  town  of  Amberg"? 

Air.  lira}-:  1  suggest  that  we  have  the  names  here  in  this  list. 
Can  it  not  be  made  an  exhibit  in  this  proceeding,  and  can't  you 
ask  Mr.  Van  Cleve:  "Did  so  and  so" — point  to  the  name,  without 
bringing  the  names  in?  Wouldn't  it  facilitate,  and  he  j'nst  as 
effective  in  the  work  of  this  committee,  to  proceed  in  that  way  as 
it  would  to  call  out  the  man's  name? 

Senator  1  lusting:  That  would  he  all  right  with  men  uncon- 
nected with  the  campaign,  in  accordance'  with  the  suggestion  I 
made  yesterday.  Where  men  are  not  shown  to  have  any  part  in 
the  campaign  it  would  he  well  to  keep  the  names  suppressed  until 
such  time  as  they  were  connected  with  the  campaign.  Now,  these 
men  spent  it  in  the  campaign.  If  they  are  ashamed  to  have  their 
names  made  public  here — 

Witness  :  (  interrupting)  The  names  are  all  in  the  document 
which  the  chairman  has  got.  The  names  are  all  in  that  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  Bray:  Senator  Blaine  wanted  his  private  letter  to  be  made 
an  exhibit,  and  not  read  aloud. 

Senator  Husting:     T  think  von  mis-quote  once  in  awhile.     Mr. 
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Blaine,  to  my  recollection,  made  no  such  statement.     In  fact,  he 
read  it  aloud. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     He  didn't  want  to  give  the  name  of  the  party. 

Senator  Morris:  In  that  case  the  party  who  wrote  the  letter 
stated  that  he  was  willing  to  have  it  read. 

Mr.  Bray  :  This  is  a  question  whether  we  want  to  give  it  to  the 
press  or  not. 

The  Chairman  :  (  )ne  of  the  purposes  of  this  investigation  is 
that  of  publicity  of  campaign  methods.  A  great  many  people 
have  been  active  in  politics  in  the  past,  and  people  have  taken  it, 
perhaps,  as  an  indication  of  patriotism  ;  that  is.  very  great  inter- 
est in  public  affairs. 

Mr.  Bray:     In  the  primary  campaign. 

The  Chairman  :  (  continuing)  I  think  it  is  right  that  the  public 
should  know  whether  that  it  true,  or  whether  it  was  done  for 
compensation.  I  think  the  people  in  every  community  have  the 
right  to  know  whether  these  gentlemen  who  have  been  active  in 
campaigns  have  done  it  purely  out  of  motives  as  indicating  great 
public  interest  in  public  affairs,  or  whether  they  have  done  it  for 
compensation.  If  that  is  one  of  the  purposes  of  the  investigation, 
then  certainly  these  names  ought  not  to  be  concealed  from  the 
public. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Mr.  Chairman,  of  course  I  haven't,  in  the  re- 
motest degree,  any  influence  with  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  any  further 
than  I  am  acquainted  with  him,  but  my  suggestion  to  him  would 
be  to  let  those  names  be  read,  or  filed,  or  used  in  any  way  that 
the  committee  desires.  I  appreciate.  I  think,  Mr.  Van  Cleve's 
feelings  in  the  matter.  Probably  any  of  us  would  feel  the  same 
way;  not  because  there  was  anything  wrong  about  it,  but  because 
we  generally  do  not  like  to  place  other  people  in  a  position  that 
may  seem  to  us  to  be  embarrassing  to  them,  when  perhaps  it  may 
not  be  embarrassing  to  them  at  all.  It  is  a  personal  attitude,  I 
take  it.  (to  Mr. Van  Cleve)  Now.  I  do  not  believe,  Mr.  Van 
Cleve.  that  those  few  people  up  there,  who  did  some  work  in  this 
campaign,  feel  that  when  you  gave  this  evidence  at  the  request 
of  one  of  the  committee  here  in  this  investigation,  that  you  are 
subject  to  any  criticism.  That  is  the  way  I  would  feel  about  it. 
As  I  saw  Mr.  Van  Cleve  is  not  under  my  control.  He  is  a  wit- 
ness. Put  that  is  the  way  I  would  treat  it  if  I  was  in  the  same- 
position. 
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Witness:  (to  the  committee)  Yon  have  got  the  whole  state- 
ment right  there. 

Mr.  Ilvzer:  It  is  not  in  evidence  yet.  We  got  it  because  voir 
turned  it  over  to  Mr.  Brown,  and  it  is  among  the  papers;  that  is 
all. 

Witness:  Of  course,  you  gentlemen  must  realize  this  much; 
you  have  all  been  in  politics:  That  people  who  are  working  for 
you  in  that  way  don't  always  like  to  have  their  names  paraded  be- 
fore the  public. 

Senator  Husting:  Don't  you  think  it  is  in  the  interest  of  public 
policy  that  people  should  know  that  when  .men  are  vociferous  and 
energetic  in  support  of  a  man.  that  the  public  ought  to  know  that 
they  are  being  compensated  for  it? 

Senator  Morris:  I  move  you  that  this  paper,  whatever  it  is,  be 
made  part  of  the  record,  or  introduced  in  evidence,  and  that  then 
any  member  of  the  committee  be  permitted  to  ask  any  question  in 
reference  to  it  that  he  sees  fit. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     T  second  that  motion. 

The  Chairman:  If  that  other  motion  is  withdrawn,  this  will 
be  considered.     There  is  already  a  motion  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  Ilvzer:  Pardon  me;  I  do  not  believe  there  will  be  any 
occasion  for  voting  on  it.  I  should  personally  rather  prefer  that 
the  matter  be  not  forced  by  a  vote.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
enough  to  it  to  force  a  witness  to  answer.  I  think  it  is  just  a  per- 
sonal inclination  of  Mr.  Van  Cleve's. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  If  he  wants  it  to  be  put  under  objection,  that 
would  be  best,  it  seems  to  me. 

Mr.  1  lyzer:      Yes,  T  would  put  this  "under  protest." 

T'ne  Chairman  :  1  didn't  know  but  what  he  would  prefer  to  be- 
forced  to  do  this,  rather  than  voluntarily. 

Witness  :  Tt  is  just  a  personal  matter  between  me  and  the  men 
I  employed. 

Idle  Chairman  :  What  T  mean  is.  he  did  not,  perhaps,  want  to 
do  it  voluntarily. 

Witness:  I  thought  the  members  of  this  committee,  after  they 
looked  at  that  statement  and  saw  the  amounts  were  all  compara- 
tively small,  and  well  distributed  over  the  territory, — would  not 
want  that.  If  there  was  any  large  amount,  if  I  paid  $300,  or 
$100,  or  something  like  that,  to  one  individual,  that  would  be  good 
reason  for  you  to  look  into  it,  I  presume. 

The  Chairman  :     Senator  Morris  has  the  door. 
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Senator  Morris  :  I  want  to  say  this :  With  reference  to  this 
matter  of  the  names  I  take  this  position:  I  do  not  think  that 
anybody's  name  ought  to  be  in  any  vicious  way  connected  with 
this  thing.  I  do  think  that  the  managers  and  different  parties 
connected  with  the  campaign  should  file  their  statements  here,  as 
has  been  done  in  a  great  many  cases,  and  then  if  any  member  of 
the  committee  wants  to  ask  any  question  with  reference  to  those 
statements,  that  he  can  be  permitted  to  do  it,  and  that  the  witness 
should  be  compelled  to  answer.  Now,  T  do  not  take  it  that  any 
member  of  this  committee,  for  the  purpose  of  attaching-  a  stigma 
to  any  citizen's  name  will  purposely  draw  his  name  out;  but  we 
ought  to  have  the  freest  latitude  in  getting  at  the  facts.  Now, 
thai  is  all  I  am  interested  in.  I  claim  for  myself  the  fullest  op- 
portunity of  probing  here;  and  after  that  probe  is  through,  then 
we  will  take  up  the  other  phase  of  this. 

Mr.  Bray:     Is  there  any  objection  to  putting  this  on  record? 

Witness:     I  haven't  any  objection. 

Senator  Husting:     I  will  withdraw  my  motion. 

Mr.  Ingalls :      It  is  considered  in  evidence. 

The  Chairman:  If  Mr.  Husting  withdraws  his  motion  there 
is  no  motion  before  the  committee. 

Senator  Morris:  The  meaning  i>\  my  motion  is  simply  this: 
That  while  we  shall  not  go  out  of  the  way  to  connect  a  man's 
name,  each  and  every  member  of  this  committee  shall  have  the 
freest  latitude  in  taking  these  accounts,  when  they  are  filed,  and 
asking  questions  with  reference  to  the  money  paid'out,  even  going 
into  the  details. 

Mr.  Bra}-.  Are  you  referring  to  any  accounts  that  may  be 
filed,  or  this  account  ? 

Senator  Morris:      To  tin-  account. 

Mr.  Chappie:  I  will. ask  that  this  account  be  received  in  evi- 
dence. 

The  Chairman:  Ts  there  any  objection  to  this  account,  which 
will  he  marked  "Exhibit  "  being  received  in  evidence? 

i  No  response.  ) 

Tlie   Chairman:      It   will   he   received. 

Senator  Morris:  I  do  not  see  any  necessity  for  the  motion 
now. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     No.     It  is  in.  and  marked. 

Account   submitted  bv  the  witness.    I.  A.  Van  Cleve,  marked 
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"Exhibit  S2,  C.  II.  Welch,  stenographer,"  and  is  found  on  page 
!]-)!>  of  this  record. 

The  Chairman:     Did  yon  have  something  to  say.  Mr.  Hyzer? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Just  a  suggestion:  When  a  document  like  this 
is  marked  is  it  then,  at  the  present  time,  open  to  publication? 
That  is  another  inquiry  that  it  is  proper  to  make  at  this  time. 
because  of  the  discussion. 

The  Chairman:  I  suppose  everything  that  goes  into  the  rec- 
ord, as  I  understood  it.  is  for  the  public. 

Mr.   Bray:     Then  is  Blaine's  letter  for  the  public? 

Senator  Morris:  The  legislature  has  passed  a  resolution  to 
print  five  hundred  copies. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  didn't  mean  that.  The  legislature  can  have  its 
own  will.  The  question  is  whether  if  any  member  inquire  about 
the  item,  the  document  being  before  them  to  follow'  it  as  far  as 
they  please,  does  that  mean  that  the  document  is  handed  out  for 
publication?  liear  in.  mind.  I  am  not  -peaking  of  this  particular 
document.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  it  should  not  be  pub- 
lished on  the  wall,  if  you  want  to;  but  future  documents  that 
come  in  in  the  same  way,  how  about  them?  Now,  I  am  perfectly 
free  to  say  that  I  don't  see  why  it  would,  because  when  a  docu- 
ment is  marked  as  an  exhibit  and  filed  I  do  not  see  why  it  is  not 
part  of  the  public  record;  but  I  didn't  know  but  what  some  of 
the  suggestions  made  during  the  discussion  indicated  that  that 
would  not  be  true,  or  was  not  intended  to  be  so. 

The  Chairman:  I  to  Senator  llu-ting)  You  may  proceed 
with  the  examination. 

By  Senator  I  lusting  : 

Q.   Now,  I  ask  you,  again,  to  whom  did  you  pay  the  $25? 

A.    I  paid  it  to  John  Wood.      The  gentleman  is  dead  now. 

(J.  That  was  for  the  first  precinct  of  Amberg,  as  you  have 
marked  on  the  list  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

0.      Are  there  two  precincts  in  the  town  of  Amberg? 

A.     There  are  three. 

Q.  Were  there  any  other-  in  the  town  of  .Amberg  to  whom 
v<  m  sent  money  ? 

A.  Xo.  sir,  1  don't  think  so.  Mold  on  a  minute!  Yes.  that 
Joseph  Cota  lives  in  the  town  of  Amberg.  the  one  that  $20  check 
was  given  to. 


101S      THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

Q.  Was  there  any  money  paid  in  the  third  precinct  ? 

A.  No,  the  other  two  precincts, — there  is  a  great  deal  of  politi- 
cal work  that  we  got  done  there  where  they  didn't  charge  any- 
thing at  all.  We  didn't  have  to  pay  for  it.  We  didn't  have  to 
pay  for  anything  in  what  they  call  Niagara  precinct,  or  Pembine 
precinct.  The  work  was  done  without  pay.  The  only  money 
disbursed  in  Amberg  was  the  $25  to  John  Wood,  and  the  $20. 

O.  What  does  this  mean:     "Marek,  voters  to  polls?" 

A.  Joseph  Cota,  his  settlement  is  back  from  the  railroad  ten 
or  fifteen  miles,  and  in  order  to  get  the  voters  to  the  polls  it  was 
necessary  to  put  them  on  a  train  and  take  them  around ;  and  that 
money  was  spent. 

Q.  What  did  Wood  use  the  $25  for?  Do  you  know  of  your 
own  knowledge? 

A.  Yes.  1  know  exactly  what  he  used  it  for.  Now,  the  town 
of  Amberg  is  a  very  large  town-ship;  I  think  about  four  congres- 
sional towns.  In  order  to  get  the  vote  in — keep  in  mind  all  the 
time  that  it  was  right  in  the  midst  of  harvest — we  had  to  employ 
a  number  of  teams.  I  arranged  with  him  to  get  three  teams  and 
teamster^  to  get  the  votes  out  ;  and  also  have  a  man  at  the  polls 
to  distribute  sample  ballots  and  look  up  things  in  general. 

Q.   Did  you  ever  receive  a  statement  from  Mr.  Wood? 

A.   He  newer  made  a  statement.      I  never  asked  him. 

O.  So  you  don't  know  of  your  own  knowledge  what  he  did 
with  it? 

A.    I  am  sure  what  he  did  with  it. 

O.  1  want  you  to  testify  from  your  actual  knowledge,  not  what 
you  heard  from  somebody  else. 

A.  All  I  can  say  is:  I  made  that  arrangement  with  him  to  do 
that  work,  and  I  think  he  did  it. 

O.  "Athelstane''  ;  to  whom  was  that  paid  ? 

A.  Wiiliam  Suefflohn.  Athelstane  is  another  large  township, 
which  has  got  three  or  four  c  tngressional  townships.  There  are 
three  settlements,  Athelstane,  C<  n.stadt  and  Intervale,  three  settle- 
ments. I  engaged  SuelHohn  to  gc  up  and  get  three  or  four  teams. 
Me  went  up  at  his  own  expense  and  hired  those  teams  and  men  to 
do  that  work  over  that  large  town.  It  was  all  expended  on  pri- 
mary da}\  in  getting  the  vote  to  the  polls. 

O.  You  say  he  got  nothing  for  his  own  expenses? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.   What  is  this  item,  "traveling  expenses,  $io."'? 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   [INVESTIGATION.      1019 

A.  \\  hat  I  mean  is,  he  didn't  get  anything  for  his  time. 

Q.   He  got  his  expenses  paid? 

A.   J  [is  traveling  expenses,  yes,  sir. 

Q.   "Town  of  ('.ro\xT,  $30"? 

A.  Well,  the  town  of  Grover  is  another  large  farming  district, 
aboiu  one  and  a  half  congressional  townships.  It  is  pretty  thickly 
settled.  I  paid  one  man  in  that  town,  as  1  recollect  it.  $10,  and 
four  other  men  $5  apiece,  to  hustle  around  with  teams  and  get  the 
voters  to  the  polls. 

Q.  Now,  yon  have  here  "First  Ward,  Marinette,  $30."  Who 
was  that  paid  to? 

A.  I  hat  was  paid  to  workers  there  in  the  First  ward.  There 
war-  $10  paid  to  one  man.  and  $5  apiece  to  four  others. 

O.   What  were  the  names  ? 

A.  I  can  tell  yon  in  just  a  minute  (referring  to  memorandum). 
I  paid  $5  to  Albert  Holquist.  He  went  with  a  team.  $10  to 
Andrew  Christopherson  :  $10  to  H.  Rydahl,  and  $5  to  Hans  lohn- 
son. 

Q.   What  did  they  do? 

A.  Two  of  them  worked  with  teams.  In  the  first  place  we  had 
a  man  with  a  poll  list,  you  know,  to  check  tip  the  voters  and  >ee 
that  they  were  being  got  out,  and  all  that  son  of  thing,  and  they 
distributed  sample  ballots  and  did  just  such  work  as  is  ordinarily 
done  around  the  polls. 

Q.   How  much  did  they  receive  apiece  for  that  work? 

•  X.   Two  of  them  got  $10,  and  two  of  them  $5  apiece. 

"  whcm  did  yon  pay  the  $10  apiece?— I  mean   for  what 
purpose.     Yon  have  named  them  already. 

A.  I  hey  all  worked  in  the  same  capacity.  You  know  there 
are  some  men  who  have  good  jobs  in  the  mills,  and  they  won't 
drop  their  jobs  for  a  dollar  or  two.  Von  have  got  to  pay  them 
their  price,  or  else  yon  won't  get  them. 

O.  They  have  more  influence  than  the  men  who  were  paid  $5 
apiece  ? 

A.   I  think  so.     That  is  one  reason  we  got  them. 
Q.   That  was  Sto  for  one  day's  work  there? 
A.     >.  es,  sir.  from  six  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  seven  o'clock  in 
the  evening. 

O.    How  much  did  these  men  earn  at  their  jobs  that  they  had0 
A.   I  don't  know  exactly.     Some  of  those  men  in  the  mills  get 
$4  or  S5  a  day. 


1020     THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

O.  Do  you  know  how  much  these  particular  men  got  that  you 
paid  $10  to? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

O.  Were  they  workers  in  the  mills,  these  men  you  paid  $10  to? 

A.  I  couldn't  say  about  that.     They  were  good  men. 

O.  Do  you  recollect  whether  they  were  workers  in  the  mill? 

A.  No,  I  don't  remember  about  that. 

O.  Did  you  know  these  men  personally  ? 

A.   Some  of  them. 

O.  Were  they  Stephenson  employes? 

A.   No,  sir.  not  any  of  them,  I  don't  think. 

O.  You  paid  that  personally  to  these  men  in  cash,  did  you? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.   'Third.  Ward.  $15":  what  was  that  for? 

A.  That  was  money  paid  out  for  the  same  purpose.  I  paid  a 
man  there  by  the  name  of  Charles  Hahn  $5  ;  Anton  Larson  $5, 
and  Joseph  Yunger  $5.  Charles  Hahn  had  the  poll  list,  and  all 
that  sort  of  thing.  Anton  Larson,  he  had  a  poll  list,  and  looked 
after  the  voters  that  hadn't  come  in,  to  get  them  out;  and  Yunger 
went  with  the  team. 

O.  How  much  did  those  men  earn  a  day."' 

A.  Oh.  I  presume  they  are  men  that  got  $2.50  a  day,  maybe. 
This  was  really  a  double  day's  work,  from  six  in  the  morning  to 
seven  at  night.  In  our  part  of  the  country  men  won't  work 
around  the  polls  unless  you  pay  them  pretty  well.  It  is  customary 
up  there  always,  in  all  of  the  elections. 

O.  Was  am-  part  of  this  money  expended  by.  them  in  the 
saloons? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of:  not  a  cent  that  I  know  of.  It  wasn't 
given  to  them  for  that  purpose. 

Q.  It  was  given  them  for  their  personal  efforts? 

A.  For  their  personal  efforts,  yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  the  men  you  paid  $10  a  day.  it  was  given  to  them  on 
account  of  their  superior  influence? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  suppose  so;  I  don't  know  of  any  other  reason. 

(J.  "Fourth  Ward,  $15." 

A.  That  was  expended  in  exactly  the  same  way:  one  man  with 
a  team,  and  another  man 

O.    (interrupting)   Who  got  that? 

A.  Adolph  Benke  got  $5  and  Fred  Hubbel,  who  went  with  the 
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team,  got  $5,  and  Walter  Nickle,  who  had  charge  of  the  poll  list, 

got  another  $5. 

Q.    Three  different  men  got  $5  each   there? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  "Fifth  Ward.  $10";  How  main-  men  did  you  have  in  that 

ward? 

A.  Two  men,  each  $5. 

Q.  And  what  yen  have  stated  lie  fore  in  the  other  wards  will 
supply  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.    Here  is  Porterfield— no,  "Peshtigo  City.  $22?" 

A.  $9  of  that  was  paid  for  three  workers.  There  are  three 
wards  in  the  city  of  Peshtigo;  and  each  of  three  workers  gol  $3. 
The  other  8k'>  was  for  livery. 

(  >.  "Porterfield,  two  precincts,  $3o." 

A.  That  t«»\\n  of  Porterfield  was  another  large  township,  about 
two  and  a  half  congressional  towns  in  it.  and  the  voters  live  quite 
a  distance  from  each  other,  and  we  had  to  do  an  awful  lot  of 
hustling  to  get  them  to  the  polls;  and  that  was  expended  in  the 
same  way,  to  get  the  vote  out. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  active  part  in  the  management  of  the 
Stephenson  National  Hank? 

A.  Yes,  T  am  one  of  the  executive  officers  of  the  hank.  1  take 
a  very  active  part  in  it. 

(  ).    Do  you  spend  any  part  of  your  time  in  the  hank  every  day?1 

A.  I  am  there  about  nine  o'clock  every  morning,  when  I  am  in 
town,  and  stay  there  as  long  as  necessary,  and  look  over  the 
paper,  etc. 

(  ).   Mr.  Stephenson  has  an  account  iirthe  hank,  has  he? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

(  ).   Did  he  (hiring  the  campaign  have  more  than  one  account? 

A.   That  is,  in  more  than  one  bank,  do  you  mean? 

Q.    No,  more  than  one  account  in  the  same  hank? 

A.  Not  that  f  know  of.  The  only  account  that  I  know  of  is 
his  personal  account.  1  don't  know  that  he  has  got  more  than 
tine. 

Q.  Now,  there  are  a  number  of  checks  here  drawn  by  Isaac 
Stephenson  on  the  Corn  Exchange  National  Bank,  Chicago, 
which  were  made  payable  to  you? 

A.    Yes,   sir. 

O.  How  did  these  checks  come  to  he  made  payable  to  you? 
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A.  Well,  I  will  tell  you  why.  The  first  start  off,  my  office  is 
right  next  door  to  Mr.  Stephenson's.  He  and  I  have  been  friends 
for  a  great  many  years,  quite  close,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing, 
and  Mr.  Puelicher,  who  was  attending  to  the  financial  part  of  the 
campaign  in  Milwaukee,  is  also  a  mutual  friend  of  Mr.  Stephen- 
son's and  myself.  Well,  Mr.  Puelicher  would  call  me  up,  or 
telephone  and  say  that  the  funds  were  getting  pretty  low,  and 
ask  me  to  go  in  and  see  Air.  Stephenson  and  talk  matters  over 
and  get  some  more.  I  did  as  I  was  requested  to,  and  the  result 
would  be  that  I  would  go  into  Mr.  Stephenson's  office,  and  we 
would  talk  it  over  together,  and  after  we  got  through  talking  he 
would  call  on  his  private  secretary,  Miss  Stringham,  and  he 
would  ask  her  to  make  out  a  check  for  me,  and  I  would  endorse 
it  over  to  Mr.  Puelicher,  and  it  was  sent  on  in  that  way. 

O.  Are  you  sure  you  endorsed  it  over  to  Mr.  Puelicher? 

A.  The  checks  will  show  that.  I  am  not  dead  sure  of  that,  but 
the  checks  will  show  that ;  either  to  Air.  Puelicher,  or  the  [Mar- 
shall &  Ilsley  Bank. 

Q.  Well,  why  didn't  Mr.  Stephenson  make  these  checks  pay- 
able to  Mr.  Puelicher  direct. 

A.  I  don't  know,  unless  he  wanted  to  humor  me,  and  make  me 
feel  rich  for  a  minute  or  two.     1  don't  know  of  any  other  reason, 

Q.   You  are  a  man  of  some  means  yourself,  are  you  not? 

A.   Yes,  sir,  I  am. 

Q.  Giving  you  checks  of  $2,000  or  $10,000  wouldn't  make 
you  feel  that  you  were  rich,  would  it? 

A.  Well,  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  getting  those  every  day. 

Q.  Now  long  did  you  retain  these  before  you  indorsed  them 
over? 

A.  About  half  an  hour  maybe.  The  way  it  usually  happened, 
'these  calls  would  come  up  in  the  afternoon  and  we  would  talk  it 
over  in  the  evening,  and  in  the  evening  after  the  matter  was  thor- 
oughly discussed  Mr.  Stephenson  would  call  on  Miss  Stringham 
to  make  a  check,  and  he  would  simply  ask  her  to  make  it  out  in 
my  favor,  and  I  know  in  one  or  two  instances  or  maybe  more  I 
took  the  letter  myself  down  to  the  post  office  after  business  hours. 
I  don't  know  of  any  other  reason  why  he  did  that  than  that. 

O.  It  couldn't  be  for  the  purpose  of  making  you  feel  rich  for  a 
half  an  hour,  could  it  ? 

A.  Well,  I  just  said  that  as  a  joke. 

The  Chairman :  Is  there  any  objection  to  having  the  reporter 
copy  this  McGovern  account  which  was  filed  some  time  ago? 
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Mr.  Hambrecht:  T  think  that  was  the  intention,  that  that  be 
done. 

The  McGovern  account  referred  to,  marked  Exhibit  28,  is 
copied  in  full  on  page  L895  of  this  record. 

Q.  You  say  you  were  joking  when  you  say  it  made  you  feel 
rich.  Now  can  yon  give  any  good  reason  why  this  was  done  in 
that  way  ? 

A.  That  isn't  the  reason,  I  just  did  that  as  a  joke.  I  don't 
know  why  he  did,  any  more  than  he  and  I  have  been  very  close 
for  a  great  many  years,  and  he  simply  did  it,  that's  all. 

Q.  Wouldn't  it  have  been  more  simple  to  have  made  these 
checks  directly  payable  to  Mr.  Puelicher? 

A.  1  le  could  have  just  as  well  done  it  that  way  if  he  wanted  to. 
Why  he  did  it  I  don't  know.      It  doesn't  make  any  difference. 

(  ).  Did  you  have  any  part  in  this  arrangement  so  far  as  it  con- 
cerns the  management  of  these  funds? 

A.  Xo,  nothing  in  particular,  except  as  I  have  already  ex- 
plained to  you.  Of  course,  Mr.  Puelicher  would  telephone  up  to 
me  and  say  that  they  were  in  urgent  need  of  more  funds  and  ask 
me  to  go  in  and  talk  the  matter  over  with  Mr.  Stephenson.  If  I 
did.  the  result  was  what  I  just  told  you. 

Q.  No,  I  mean  before  Mr.  Stephenson  began  an  active  cam- 
paign and  before  beginning  to  put  money  into  the  campaign,  did' 
you  and  he  talk  this  matter  over  in  what  manner  these  funds 
would  be  sent  to  Milwaukee? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  in  particular :  it  might  have  been  mentioned  cas- 
ually, but  we  never  had  any  definite  arrangement  made. 

Q.  Yon  always  did  pursue  this  method  of  getting  money  into' 
the  hands  of  Mr.  Puelicher? 

A.  T  did,  for  all  the  money  passed  through  my  hands  was  got- 
ten in  that  way,  in  the  way  I  have  explained. 

O.  Now  you  say  Mr.  Stephenson  had  only  one  account  in  the 
bank  ? 

A.  That's  all  that  I  know  of.  I  am  not  cashier  of  the  bank 
and  T  don't  keep  much  track  of  that  part  of  it.  As  far  as  I  know 
that's  all  the  account  that  he  had.  Miss  Stringham  could  perhaps 
tell  you  better. 

Q.  In  order  to  refresh  your  memory,  I  show  you  Exhibit  19, 
a  check  of  $13,500,  which  has  a  notation  on  the  margin  of 
"Special  account."     What  does  that  mean? 

A.  Well,  he  has  got  a  special  account  in  the  Corn  Exchange 
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bank — of  course.  I  don't  know  anything  about  that.  I  don't  know 
anything  about  his  accounts  in  the  Corn  Exchange  bank.  I 
couldn't  say.  I  couldn't  swear  but  what  he  lias  got  more  than 
one  account  in  the  Stephenson,  I  am  not  the  bookkeeper  there,  I 
don't  pay  much  attention  to  that  end  of  it,  but  so  far  as  I  know  he 
has  only  got  one. 

(J.  You  don't  know  whether  or  not  he  had  a  special  account  in 
the  Corn  Exchange  bank  from  anything  that  Mr.  Stephenson 
himself  told  you  ? 

A.  No,  he  never  told  me  that  he  did.  I  don't  know  anything 
about  his  accounts. 

Q.  You  will  notice  that  all  these  checks.  Exhibits  19,  20,  22  and 
23  are  all  indorsed  by  you  over  to  the  Marshall  &  Usley  bank? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  Well,  they  were  indorsed  over  to  the  Marshall  & 
[lstey  bank  and  sent,  as  I  recollect  it,  to  Mr.  Puelicher. 

O.  Well,  was  that  any  clerical  error? 

A.   In  what  way  ? 

Q.  I  mean  was  that  done  designedly  or  by  mistake?  Why  did 
you  not  indorse  these  checks  over  to  Mr.  Puelicher  as  treasurer 
of  the  campaign  ? 

A.  Well.  Mr.  Puelicher  was  financial  manager  there,  and  it 
amounted  to  the  same  thing.  1  didn't  know  as  it  made  any  differ- 
ence. 

Q.  Well,  you  knew  that  he  was  handling  this  fund  as  a  private 
individual  and  not  as  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank? 

A.  Well,  I  didn't  know  just  exactly  how  he  was  handling  it;  all 
I  know  was  that  those  checks  got  to  him,  to  Mr.  Puelicher. 

Q.  Well,  you  knew,  did  you  not,  that  Mr.  Puelicher  was  hand- 
ling this  money  in  his  private  capacity,  or  you  would  have  ad- 
dressed the<e  checks  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank  instead  of  Mr. 
Puelicher  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  was  financial  manager  there  in  Milwaukee  tor  Mr. 
Stephenson. 

Q.  Now.  what  was  the  object  of  your  making  this  payable  to 
the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  hank  instead  of  to  Mr.  Puelicher  person- 
ally? 

A.  There  wasn't  any  object  in  it  at  all.  He  was  cashier  of  the 
bank,  I  presumed  it  was  the  same  thing.  I  might  have  made  it 
payable  to  him  or  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank.  I  didn't  know 
just  how  he  kept  his  accounts  there.  I  can't  now  for  the  life  of 
me  see  that  it  makes  anv  difference. 
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Q.  Can  you  explain  why  you  made  this  payable  to  the  Marshall 
&  Ifsley  bank  instead  of  to  Mr.  Puelicher  personally? 

A.  Well,  no.  1  can't  explain  it.  because  there  isn't  any  explan- 
ation to  make. 

O.  Mow  did  this  get  into  the  private  account  of  Mr.  Puelicher 
when  you  made  it  payable  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank? 

A.    I  d< m't  know. " 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  private  understanding  with  Mr.  Puelicher 
that  checks — 

A.    \n.  sir,  none  whatever. 

O.  Did  Senator  Stephenson  advise  you  or  instruct  you  to  make 
these  payable  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Puelicher,  I  think,  testified  that  the  bank  knew  or  there 
was  some  understanding  that  these  checks  were  to  be  for  him  and 
not  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank? 

A.  Well,  so  far  as  I  was  concerned  in  the  matter.  I  don't  know 
anything  at  all  about  it.  I  supposed  in  indorsing  them — of  course 
they  were  sent  to  him,  they  were  sent  to  Mr.  Puelicher,  and  when 
I  made  those  indorsements  I  presumed  it  was  the  same  thing  as 
sending  to  him  as  cashier  of  the  bank. 

Q.  Xow.  you  are  a  banker,  familiar  with  the  banking  business, 
I  suppose.  In  the  ordinary  course  of  business  a  check  payable  to 
the  Mar-hall  &  Ilsley  bank  would  be  placed  to  the  credit  of  the 
Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank? 

A.    I  should  judge  so. 

Q.  And  I  will  ask  you  if  there  was  any  private  understanding — 

A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  — between  you  and  .Mr.  Stephenson  or  between  you  and  Mr. 
Puelicher — 

A.  None  whatever.  When  I  did  that,  I  indorsed  it  over  to  Mr. 
Puelicher  or  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank,  I  hadn't  any  under- 
standing whatever. 

O.  Then  yon  are  not  in  a  position  to  tell  just  why  that  was 
done  ? 

A.  What  was  done  ? 

Q.  To  tell  how  it  came  that  a  check  payable  to  the  Marshall  & 
Ilsley  bank  was  sent  to  Mr.  Puelicher  personally  and  was  not 
credited  to  the  bank,  but  without  indorsement  was  credited  to  Mr. 
Puelicher  in  the  same  manner. 

A.  Well,  now,  I  will  tell  you.  Senator.  Mr.  Stephenson  I  don't 
65 


1026     THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

think  knew  or  knows  now,  unless  he  has  found  out  since,  just 
how  those  were  indorsed,  there  wasn't  any  understanding-  what- 
ever, but  I  simply  indorsed  them,  that  was  because  I  thought  that 
was  as  good  a  way  as  any  to  do  it — not  but  what  it  would  have 
been  just  as  well  to  indorse  them  right  over  to  him;  I  knew  that 
he  got  the  money  for  that  purpose. 

O.  I  will  show  you  an  indorsement  on  the  back  of  this  check ; 
this  was  not  indorsed  by  Puelicher,  but  by  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
bank.  J.  H.  Puelicher,  cashier,  to  the  order  of  the  Merchants' 
Loan  &  Trust  Company. 

A.   I  don't  know. 

Q.  It  appears  from  the  check,  does  it  not,  that  it  was  diverted 
from  the  credit  of  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank  to  some  one  else's 
credit,  was  it  not? 

A.  Well,  that  may  be  so.  Of  course  after  the  checks  got  into 
his  hands,  I  don't  know  what  was  done  with  them  or  anything 
about  it. 

O.  Well,  I  will  ask  you  this,  as  a  banker,  could  that  have  been 
properly  diverted  from  the  credit  of  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  bank 
without  some  private  understanding  somewhere  that  it  was  to  go 
somewheres  else? 

A.  Well,  I  suppose — I  would  presume — I  don't  know,  but  I 
would  presume  there  was  an  understanding  between  the  Marshall 
&  Ilsley  bank  and  Mr.  Puelicher  as  to  where  those  checks  should 

go- 

O.  Well,  must  there  not  have  been  some  understanding  either 

between  Mr.  Stephenson  or  yourself  with  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 

bank  or  Mr.  Puelicher? 

A.   Not  a  particle,  not  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  no,  sir. 

O.  Well,  if  not  with  you,  some  one  else? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Have  you  looked  at  the  checks  by  Isaac  Stephenson  on  the 
Marinette  National  bank?  I  will  show  them  to  you.  (Exhibits 
5  to  16  inclusive  shown  witness.) 

VA.  There  are  two  of  these  checks  that  I  know  about.  This  is 
one  of  the  checks  that  was  sent  to  Mr.  Puelicher,  that  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Puelicher  (Exhibit  16).  This  was  the  check  that  Mr.  Steph- 
enson gave  me  that  I  paid  to  Charles  H.  Ross  (Exhibit  5). 

Q.  Here  is  one  of  $2000  to  Mr.  Van  Cleve. 

A.  Yes,  that  was  turned  over  to  me,  and  1  endorsed  it  over 
to  Mr.  Puelicher  (referring  to  Exhibit  16). 
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Q.  (  )i  your  own  knowledge  arc  you  able  to  stair  whether  that 
was  all  the  money  disbursed  out  of  the  Stephenson  National  Hank 
for  compaign  purposes  by  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  As  far  as  I  know.  Of  course,  I  am  not  the  cashier  or  the 
bookkeeper  there,  and  Mr.  Stephenson  might  have  drawn  some 
other  checks  that  I  don't  know  anything-  about.  As  far  as  I 
know,  that  is  all  that  was  disbursed. 

Q.  Von  have  no  knowledge  of  any  other  money-  checked  out  of 
that  Stephenson  National  Hank? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  During  the  primary  campaign  did  y<  u  see  Mr.  Stephenson 
frequently  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  confer  with  him  in  regard  to  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

O.  And  the  manner  and  method  of  carrying  it  on  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.    Informed  him  of  what  you  were  doing? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  And  he  was  advised,  so  far  as  you  were  concerned,  of  all 
that  was  being  done  by  you  in  his  behalf? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  he  confer  with  other  men  during  the  campaign  at  Mari- 
nette? 

A.  I  think  so,  yes.  I  don't  think  he  went  out  of  his  way  a  great 
deal  to  do  it. 

O.  No,  but  I  mean  as  a  matter  of  fact  a  great  many  people 
called  on  him  at  his  home  and  his  office? 

A.  Yes,  I  know  of  parties  that  he  conferred  with. 

O.  And  he  had  visitors,  I  suppose,  daily? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  \\  ho  consulted  him  with  regard  to  the  running  of  the  cam- 
paign ? 

A.   I  presume  so,  yes,  sir. 

O.  Do  you  know  whether  his  managers  called  on  him  to  con- 
sult with  him — Mr.  Edmonds — 

A.  (interrupting)  Veil,  not  to  my  knowledge.  T  presume 
they  did.  but  they  didn't  in  my  presence.  I  was  not  with  them 
when  they  had  any  consultations. 

Q.  And  did  he  make  any  personal  active  efforts  in  his  cam- 
paigns ? 
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A.  Mr.  Stephenson? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Oh,  he  was  very  busy  during  the  campaign. 

Q.  He  didn't  leave  it  all  to  his  lieutenants  ? 

A.  No.  sir. 

■Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  directed  to  a  certain  extent 
in  what  manner  his  campaign  should  be  conducted: 

A.  I  think  he  did.     He  naturally  would. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  present  when  he  conferred  with  any  of  his 
managers  or  lieutenants  ? 

A.   No,  sir,  not  that  I  recollect  of  now. 

By  Senator  Morris  : 

Q.  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  did  you  pay  out  any  moneys  for  Senator 
Stephenson  or  in  connection  with  his  campaign  for  United  States 
•senator  other  than  the  moneys  accounted  for  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

O.  Didn't  handle  any  other  money? 

A.  No,  sir,  none  at  all. 

O.  I  notice  from  your  account  there  that  some  men  were  paid 
$3,  for  instance,  some  five,  some  ten,  for  working  on  election  day? 

A.   Yes. 

O.  Why  did  you  pay  one  man  more  than  another? 

A.  Well,  sometimes  a  man  would  furnish  a  team  you  know, 
furnish  a  team  and  do  more  work  then  others.  There  are  men. 
you  know,  that  are  worth  more  than  others. 

O.  What  do  you  mean  by  being  "worth  more  than  others-'? 

A.  Well,  you  take  a  man  that  's  active  and  a  first-rate  man, 
sometimes  they  won't  work  for  $5  a  day,  he  wants  ten  ;  if  you 
think  he  is  a  very  good  man  you  either  have  to  pay  him  ten  or  else 
not  get  him.  I  don't  think  there  were  more  than  seven  men  that 
I  had  in  Marinette  county  that  we  paid  $10.  About  forty  of  them 
got  about  five.  From  five  to  ten  is  the  regular  price  for  work  of 
that  kind  in  that  country. 

Q.  Well,  when  you  speak  of  a  "very  good  man."  what  do  you 
•mean  by  that? 

A.  Well,  a  man  that  is  active  and  that  we  could  depend  on  to 
do  the  work. 

Q.  Well,  depend  upon  to  do  what  work? 

A.  Well,  you  see  it  was  like  this:  This  primary  election  was 
.right  in  the  midst  of  harvest,  and  in  order  to  get  the  farmer  vote 
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out  we  had  to  do  an  awful  lot  of  hustling,  and  we  had  to  have 
teams  and  men,  and  we  had  to  have  other  men  to  look  after  the 
poll  list  and  see  that  they  were  brought  in,  and  all  that  kind  of 
thing.  Well,  one  man  sometimes  is  a  great  deal  better  than 
another  in  that  kind  of  w  >rk.  If  that  particular  man  wants  ten 
and  won't  work  for  five,  yon  cither  have  to  give  him  ten  or  else 
not  get  him. 

Q.  The  fact  that  one  man  had  more  influence  than  another 
wasn't  a  factor  in  that? 

A.  Well,  of  course,  if  a  man  is  a  hustler  he  necessarily  has 
some  more  influence,  there  is  no  gainsaying  that. 

O.   Well,  was  that  a  factor  in  making  the  price? 

A.  Of  course,  there  was  a  certain  amount  of  work  to  be  done 
and  it  had  to  he  done  quick  and  it  had  to  be  done  on  primary  day 
and  we  bad  to  get  the  best  men  we  could. 

O.  What  I  was  trying  to  get  at.  Mr.  Van  Cleve.  it  this — maybe 
I  haven't  made  myself  clear,  I  don't  think  I  have:  Did  the 
fact  that  one  man  had  more  influence  than  another  cause  you  to 
pay  him  more  ? 

A.  T  never  looked  at  it  in  that  way — that  is.  the  influence  end 
of  it.  I  looked  at  the  ability  he  had  to  get  around  and  do  work 
that  was  assigned  for  him  to  do.  Of  course,  men  of  that  de- 
scription usually  have  more  influence  than  others.  There  is  no 
getting  around  that. 

O.  But  what  yon  were  looking  for  was  men  that  were  active? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  think  the  more  active  they  were  at  heart  the  better 
it  would  be  ? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  the  more  active  they  would  be  at  heart  the  more  they 
would  want,  is  that  it?' 

A.  Yes. 

O.  You  don't  think  that  the  more  active  a  man  was  the  more 
apt  he  would  be  to  work  for  less? 

A.  Well,  as  T  say,  men  have  their  price,  and  if  you  want  them 
you  have  to  pay  their  price. 

O.  Well,  did  you,  in  hiring  men  to  work  in  that  campaign, 
consider  whether  they  were  influential  or  not  in   a  community? 

A.  T  never  particularly  considered  that,  no,  sir;  although  I 
would  say  this  much,  that  men  of  that  character  generally  are 
more  influential  than  other  men. 
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O.  Well,  did  you  pay  men  of  that  character  because  of  that? 

A.   Xot  on  that  account. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  men  of  that  character  more  than  you  paid 
men  who  didn't  possess  that  ? 

A.  Well,  as  1  say.  I  didn't  take  that  into  consideration  at  the 
time  I  hired  them  particularly.  You  see.  all  this  work  was  done 
on  primary  day.  Now,  the  question  with  us  on  primary  day  was 
to  get  the  vote  out.  The  sentiment  was  almost,  as  near  as  I  could 
see  it,  before  the  election,  it  was  almost  universal  for  Mr.  Stephen- 
son. The  thing  to  do  was  to  get  the  people  to  the  polls,  it  was 
right  in  the  midst  of  harvest  and  men  were  busy,  and  unless  we 
could  get  them  to  go  to  the  po'ls  and  take  them  back,  why,  maybe 
they  wouldn't  vote.  It  was  a  question  of  just  getting  them  to 
the  polls. 

O.  Then  I  take  it  you  didv't  employ  any  men  who  were  re- 
garded as  being  influential? 

A.  No,  sir.  not  particularly.  Of  course,  you  take  it  in  an  or- 
dinary election,  now  there  is  this  difference — all  this  work  was 
done  on  primary  day.  We  didn't  have  any  work  done  before  pri- 
mary day  to  amount  to  anything;  I  don't  know  a:  we  had  any 
at  all — of  course,  in  an  ordinary  election  where  you  have  got  to 
have  campaigners  to  get  around  and  talk  things  up  and  things  like 
that,  that  is  a  different  proposition,  but  we  didn't  have  that. 

Q.  Then  if  you  knew  that  a  man  was  a  man  of  influence  in  a 
community,  you  didn't  employ  him  ? 

A.  Well,  T  don't  say  that,  no.  I  say  that  men  of  that  char- 
acter have  more  influence,  but  T  didn't  employ  them  just  on  that 
account. 

Q.  You  say  you  didn't  employ  them  on  that  account.  Now,  did 
that  enter  into  the  transaction  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  As  I  say.  on  primary  day  the  proposition  was  to 
get  the  voters  to  the  polls;  we  didn't  have  to  do  any  electioneer- 
ing, the  sentiment  was  almost  universal  for  Air.  Stephenson,  we 
didn't  have  to  do  any  electioneering.  We  simply  had  to  get  the 
vote  out.     For  that  reason  I  didn't  consider  that. 

Q.  You  think  that  a  man  that  had  no  influence  at  all  would  be 
more  useful  in  getting  out  the  vote  than  a  man  that  did  have 
influence  ? 

A.  I  sav  I  didn't  take  that  into  consideration.  Perhaps  in  an 
ordinary  election  maybe  that  would  cut  considerable  figure,  where 
there  is  a  good  deal  of  preliminary  campaigning  that  has  to  be 
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done.  But  all  this  work  was  done  on  primary  day.  There  was 
simply  the  question  of  getting  the  fellows  to  the  pulls  and  the 
fellows  that  had  the  teams  could  get  them  there  and  could  do  it 
easy. 

Q.  The  problem  was  to  get  them  to  vote? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  think  that  a  man  who  had  no  influence  could  do  that 
better  than  a  man  that  had  influence? 

A.    1  don't  say  that,  no,  sir. 

O.  You  don't  say  that? 

A.  No,  sir. 

O.  Then  you  really  wanted  men  that  had  influence  with  the 
neighbors  and  could  get  them  to  vote  .^ 

A.  We  wanted  hustlers,  we  wanted  men  to  do  the  work  that 
could  get  men  out  and  get  them  to  the  front.  ( )f  course,  as  I  said 
two  or  three  times,  naturally  men  of  that  character  have  more 
influence  than  others,  but  I  didn't  employ  them  for  that  purpose, 
because  they  had  m<  re  influence.  There  wasn't  any  campaign- 
ing done.  It  wasn't  a  question  of  campaigning  or  getting  around 
and  hunting  up  this  and  that.  It  was  simply  a  proposition  of 
getting  the  voters  out. 

Q.   Nothing  was  done  to  change  their  mind? 

A.   Not  that  I  know  of,  no,  sir.     We  didn't  have  to. 

Q.  They  were  all  for  Stephenson  up  there? 

A.  Well,  about  three  out  of  four  were.  Air.  Stephenson  got 
3,000  votes,  pretty  near  out  of  4,200. 

O.  Then  when  you  said  a  little  while  ago  in  response  to  the 
question  that  Air.  Husting  asked  that  you  paid  $10  to  some  men 
on  account  of  their  inrlunce  you  didn't  mean  that  ? 

A.   I  didn't  say  on  account  of  their  influence. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  didn't  understand  that  to  be  the  testimony, 
Senator. 

Senator  Husting:  Yes,  he  testified  that  he  paid  some  ten  and 
some  five,  he  said  on  account  of  their  influence. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  would  like  to  have  that  read. 

A.  We  were  satisfied  that  the  full  vote  was  for  Mr.  Stephenson, 
we  knew  that,  we  took  every  voter  that  wanted  to  go  to  the  polls 
we  took  him  to  the  polls  and  took  our  chances  on  his  vote.  If 
I  made  a  statement  of  that  kind  I  want  to  correct  it. 

Q.  What  is  your  position  now  in  regard  to  that,  did  you  or 
did  vou  not  hire  men  on  account  of  their  influence? 
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A.   I  did  not  primarily. 

Q.  Well,  now  what  do  you  mean  by  primarily? 

A.  Well,  as  I  tried  to  explain  two  or  three  times,  naturally 
men  who  are  hustlers  and  are  very  active  have  more  influence 
than  others,  but  I  didn't  hire  them  on  that  account,  1  didn't  hire 
anybody  to  do  any  campaigning.  That  is,  to  get  around  and  do 
any  talking  or  to  influence  other  voters,  I  simply  hired  them  to 
gee  the  voters  to  the  polls  and  we  took  all  voters  that  wanted  to 
go  to  the  i tolls,  we  took  them  there,  and  took  our  chances  on 
which  way  they  would  vote. 

By  the  Chairman : 

O.  I  think  you  said  that  the  going  price  up  there  in  Marinette 
county  was  five  to  ten  dollars  a  day  for  men  to  work  at  the  polls? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  js  that  the  going  price  of  men  with  teams  or  of  men 
alone  ? 

A.  Well,  you  can't  up  in  our  part  of  the  country,  you  can't  get 
anybody  to  work  around  the  polls  from  six  o'clock  in  the  morning 
to  seven  o'clock  at  night  for  less  than  $5.00  no  matter  what  kind 
of  work  he  is  doing.  Of  course  right  in  the  city  we  hired  livery 
teams,  as  those  hills  show,  there,  to  do  the  transporting. 

O.  Now.  you  have  spoken  of  the  custom  there  of  paying  from 
five  to  ten  dollars  for  work  on  election  day,  and  you  hired  these 
men  to  work  at  this  last  primary  in  accordance  with  that  custom? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now  what  is  that  custom  as  to  what  those  men  do — is  it  part 
of  their  work  to  attempt  to  do  some  missionary  work  on  that  day?1' 

A.  It  wasn't  on  this  day. 

Q.  Well,  I  mean  the  custom  now? 

A.  Well,  on  a  regular  election  day,  of  course  it  would  be,  that 
is,  you  take  the  November  election  or  in  the  spring  election,  of 
course  they  would  be  expected  to  use  all  the  influences  they  could 
to  get  voters  to  vote. 

O.  Did  you  make  any  definite  arrangement  with  them  as  to 
what  they  were  to  do  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

O.  As  to  whether  they  were  to  follow  the  custom  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  the  only  arrangement,  as  I  said  several  times,  was 
to  get  the  vote  out.  and  we  were  perfectly  willing  to  take  our 
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chances  on  how  those  voters  would  vote  when  they  got  to  the 

polls. 

O.  I  think  you  have  spoken  of  Elmer  Grimmer  as  being  one  of 

the  gentlemen  that  yon  employed  to  do  some  work  up  there.' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  or  not  he  was  paid  any  money  aside 
from  that  which  yon  have  accounted  for  as  having  paid  him? 

A.  Aside  from  what? 

O.  Aside  from  what  you  have  accounted  for  as  having  paid 
him? 

A.   Not  that  I  know  of,  no  .sir. 

Q.  What  was  that  amount  ? 

A.  1  paid  him  $25  to  hand  to  Air.  Barrett,  the  editor  of  the 
Peshtigo  Times,  and  I  paid  him  $15  to  do  this  work  over  in  the 
town  of  Stephenson  where  he  is  well  acquainted  and  where  he 
used  to  live. 

0.  And  did  you  know  of  his  working  anywhere  else  in  other 
parts  of  the  county  ? 

A.  (  ),  yes.  he  was  an  active  worker,  he  did  a  good  deal  of  work', 
but  as  far  as  I  know  he  didn't  get  any  pay  for  anything  that  he- 
did  except  those  two  checks  and  one  of  those  went  to  the  editor  of 
the  Peshtigo  Times. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  Senator  Stephenson  or  anybody 
else  employed  him  to  do  any  other  work? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of,  no,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  his  having  travelled  in  and  out  of  other 
counties  aside  from  Marinette  in  the  campaign"" 

A.  Well,  of  course  I  don't  absolutely  know.  I  presume  he 
might  have.  some.  I  don't  know  that;  that  is,  I  couldn't  swear 
to  it. 

Q.  You  know  him  do  you? 

A.  O,  very  well.  He  was  an  active  supporter  of  Senator 
Stephenson,  and  I  don't  doubt  but  what  he  did  a  good  deal  of 
work  on  his  own  hook.     What  he  did  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Do  yon  think  he  was  a  man  who  would  go  out  in  other  coun- 
ties on  his  own  expense? 

A.  O,  T  think  he  would  for  the  senator.  There  are  lots  of 
people  up  there  that  did  a  lot  of  work  for  the  senator  without 
being  paid  for  it. 

Mr.  Bray:    Did  you  get  any  pay  Mr.  Van  Cleve? 
66 
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A.  Not  a  cent. 

Q.  This  Elmer  Grimmer  that  we  are  inquiring  about  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  srate  board  of  control,  is  he? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

O.  And  in  connection  with  his  official  duties  he  was  traveling 
around  the  state  some,  wasn't  he? 

A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  He  was  a  member  of  the  state  hoard  of  control  at  that  time 
during  the  primary  campaign  ? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  He  is  in  the  real  estate  business,  isn't  he? 

A.  Yes,  he  is  in  the  real  estate  business. 

O.  Xot  connected  with  your  business  at  all? 

A.    No,  sir. 

O.  Do  you  remember  whether  or  not  Mr.  Hodgins,  Josh 
Hodgins.  had  anything  to  do  with  the  campaign  in  Marinette 
county  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  he  had  quite  a  good  deal  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  Is  he  one  of  the  gentlemen  to  win  mi  you  paid  something 
for  services? 

A.   Xo.  sir,  he  worked  without  pay,  the  same  as  I  did. 

O.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  made  some  expenditures 
for  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  T  don't  know  of  any  that  he  made,  except  what  I,  of 
course — .  T  consulted  him  in  connection  with  these  expenditures 
that  you  have  already  heard  about,  but  beyond  them  I  don't  know 
of  any  that  he  made  personally.     He  might  have  for  all  I  know. 

O.  You  don't  know  of  his  having  been  paid  anything  either  by 
you  or  anybody  else,  connected  with  the  Stephenson  campaign? 

A.  He  certainly  wasn't  paid  a  dollar  by  me.  and  he  wouldn't 
have  taken  it  if  it  had  been  offered  to  him. 

Q.  My  question  is.  do  you  know  of  his  having  been  paid  any 
money  in  connection  with  the  campaign  by  you  or  anybody  else 
connected  with  the  Stephenson  campaign  ? 

A.   Xo.  sir. 

Q.   Xot  only  for  his  services,  but  for  any  other  purpose? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  do  not? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  He  went  about  in  other  counties  some,  did  he.  in  behalf  of 
Senator  Stephenson? 
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A.  Well,  1  don't  know  that  he  did.  1  [e  might  have,  but  1  don't 
know  that. 

O.  Do  you  know  Dan  .McAllister  of  Marinette? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  transactions  with  him  relative  to  the 
campaign  ? 

A.    1  didn't  personally  myself. 

O.  Do  you  know  of  anyone  connected  with  the  Stephenson  cam- 
paign who  did  have  any  transactions  with  him  ? 

A.  I  think  that  Mr.  McAllister  worked  directly  for  Mr. 
Stephenson  under  his  instruction.  He  was  one  of  our  helpers  on 
primary  day,  hut  he  didn't  get  any  money. 

O.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  received  any  compensa- 
tion, either  for  his  services,  or  whether  or  not  he  was  reimbursed 
for  expenditures  by  you  or  anybody  else  connected  with  the 
Stephenson  campaign  ? 

A.  He  didn't  get  a  dollar  from  me. 

O.  Do  you  know  whether  he  did  from  Senator  Stephenson  or 
anybody  else  connected  with  the  Stephenson  campaign? 

A.  I  presume  he  traveled  around  the  country  up  there  a  good 
deal,  I  presume  Mr.  Stephenson  paid  his  expenses,  but  I  wouldn't 
say. 

O.  You  don't  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge? 

A.  No,  sir. 

O.  He  went  over  in  some  of  the  other  counties  ? 

A.   T  guess  so. 

(  ).     I):)  you  know  what  counties? 

A  Well,  lie  was  in  Forest  county,  I  think,  in  Oconto  county, 
maybe  in  others,  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  he  was  distributing 
a  great  deal  of  money  around  in  that  part  of  the  state  in  connec- 
tion with  the  campaign? 

A.    No,  hi-.  T  don't  know  it. 

O.  Did  you  have  any  transaction  with  George  Beyers  in  connec- 
tion with  the  campaign? 

A.  No.  sir. 

O.  Or  with  \Y.  D.  Cook? 

A.  Xo.  sir. 

(  ).  <  )r  Ed  Vanderboom  i 

A.  Xo.  sir. 

O.  Y  u  know  Mr.  Vanderboom,  do  you? 
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A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  He  lived  at  Marinette? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.    He  is  state-  fire  warden  or  one  of  the  deputies? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  know  him  well. 

O.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  took  an  active  part  in  the 
•campaign  ? 

A.  I  think  he  did.  hut  I  didn't  keep  track  of  his  operations  dur- 
ing the  campaign. 

O.  You  say  you  think  he  did  or  don't  think  he  did? 

A.   I  think  so.  I  couldn't  swear  to  it. 

O.  He  lives  right  there  in  your  city,  doesn't  he? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  would  know  whether  or  not  he  took  an  active  part  in 
the  campaign  ? 

A.  Well.  I  say  I  think  he  did.  I  didn't  meet  him  during  the 
campaign  particularly.     He  worked  independent  of  me. 

O.   Didn't  he  report  conditions  to  you  frequently?' 

A.   No,  sir. 

O.   Senator  Stephenson's  office  is  right  next  to  yours? 

A.    Right  next  door  to  mine. 

O.  In  the  same  building? 

A.  It  is  practically  the  same  building.  It  is  in  the  same  hlock 
you  might  say. 

O.  Rev.  F.  H.  Eppling  i^  reported  by  Mr.  Edmonds  to  have  re- 
ceived $225  in  connection  with  the  campaign.  Did  you  enter  into 
any  transactions  with  him  ?J 

A.  None  whatever. 

O.  Do  you  know  him  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Air.  Bra)-:      Is  reported  by  whom? 

The  Chairman:  Mr.  Edmonds — this  account  which  was  filed 
here- — whose  ever  that  account  that  is. 

O.  I  notice  one  of  the  larger  items  that  you  paid  for  printing 
was  $200  to  E.  E.  Noyes.  I  didn't  quite  understand  what  that 
was  for? 

A.  That  was  for  editorial  service,  write-ups,  and  things  of  that 
land. 

Q.  Was  there  any  account  rendered  for  that  service? 

A.  No. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  space  was  used  in  Senator  Steph- 
enson's behalf  ? 

A.  Well,  there  was  a  good  deal. 

Q.    I  row  did  you  find  out  how  much  you  owed  Mr.  Noyes? 

A.  Well,  while  the  campaign  was  on.  of  course  Mr.  Noyes  had' 
always  been  a  supporter  of  Senator  Stephenson,  that  is,  for  the 
last  two  or  three  years,  ever  since  the  last — well,  ever  since  he  was 
elected,  or  before  two  years  ago — but  I  thought  that  the  Eagle, 
that  is  our  paper,  it  is  a  daily  paper, —  I  thought  it  ought  to  be 
more  active  than  it  was.  that  is.  I  thought  he  ought  to  be  doing 
more  than  he  did,  and  of  course  had  some  conversation  with 
Noyes,  arranged  with  him  to  do  all  he  could  in  that  line,  and  so* 
forth. 

O.  What  conversation  did  you  have  with  him? 

A.  Well,  I  told  him  what  we  wanted,  we  wanted  more  of  it,  for 
instances,  an  editorial — 

Q.   .More  active  support? 

A.  More  active  support ;  that  is.  we  wanted  an  editorial  every 
day  maybe,  some  write-up  on  every  page/or  something  of  that 
kind.  Of  course  you  couldn't  expect  an  editor  or  anybody  else  to' 
do  all  that  kind  of  work  for  nothing.  So  after  the  campaign  was. 
over  I  paid  him  $200  for  what  he  did. 

Q.   Did  he  fix  the  price,  or  did  you? 

A.  I  did.  That  is,  I  gave  it  to  him.  There  wasn't  any  fixing 
about  it. 

O.   Sort  of  made  him  a  present  of  it? 

A.   Made  him  a  present  of  it,  that's  it  exactly. 

Q.  And  in  that  conversation  which  you  had  with  him  during 
the  primaries,  did  you  indicate  to  him  that  you  would  make  him  a 
present  of  $200  if  he  would  be  a  little  more  active? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

().  The  amount  was  fixed  at  that  time,  was  it? 

A.  Well,  I  mentioned  that.  He  said,  by  the  way,  that  he 
wouldn't,  as  I  recollect  it,  take  any  compensation  for  that  purpose, 
but  I  think-  T  mentioned  to  him  if  he  would  be  active  and  make  a 
sort  of  a  red-hot  institution  of  his  paper  that  we  would  give  him  a 
couple  of  hundred  dollars.  I  said  if  he  would  be  more  active  and 
more  so  than  he  had  been — of  course  he  had  been  all  right  right 
straight  along,  as  far  as  that  is  concerned,  but  what  we  wanted 
was  more  of  it,  we  wanted  editorials  every  day.  and  write-ups  on 
every  page  if  you  please,  and  all  that  kind  of  thing, — -I  told  him  i£ 
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he  would  do  that  extra  work  I  would  give  him  a  couple  of  hun- 
dred dollars.  Well,  he  said  he  wouldn't  accept  it  as  a  payment, 
but  if  we  wanted  to  give  it  to  him  later  on  we  could  do  as  we  were 
a  mind  to. 

O.  Well,  from  that  time  I  suppose  he  was  more  active? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Who  was  that? 

A.   F.  E.  Noyes,  he  was  editor  of  the  Eagle. 

O.   From  that  time  he  was  more  active,  was  he? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  although  he  had  been,  I  want  you  to  understand  he 
had  been  all  right  before,  he  was  all  right  before  that. 

O.  But  he  was  more  active  and  more  enthusiastic  over  Senator 
.Stephenson's  support  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

(J.  Why  did  you  make  that  payable  to  Mr.  Noyes  instead  of  the 
company  ? 

A.  Well,  he  was  editor  of  the  paper  and  all  my  talk  was  with 
him  and  1  gave  it  to  him. 

O.  Is  he  the  only  editor  of  the  paper? 

A.  Well,  he  is  the  manager  of  the  paper  and  the  head  man  of 
the  institution,  the  man  1  would  naturally  talk  with. 

Q.  Who  are  the  other  editors  on  that  paper? 

A.  I  can't  tell  you.  I  don't  kn«  w  who  they  were,  he  has  got 
quite  a  force  there. 

Q.   Is  Assemblyman  Leroy  connected  with  it? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  In  what  capacity  ? 

A.  When  lie  is  at  home  he  is  city  editor.  I  think,  something  of 
that  kind. 

Q.  And  the  name  of  the  company  is  the  Eagle  Printing  Com- 
pany, is  it? 

A.   Yes,  sir,  that  is  the  name  of  the  company. 

O.   Mr.  Leroy  writes  some  of  the  editorials,  doesn't  he? 

A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.    I  le  is  the  city  editor,  you  say? 

A.  I  think  that's  what  he  calls  himself.  He  is  the  active  man 
around  town  there. 

Q.  Well,  can  you  give  any  reason  why  you  made  this  payable  to 
T7.  E.  Noyes,  one  of  the  members  of  that  firm,  or  one  of  the  stock- 
holders of  the  company,  instead  of  making  it  payable  to  the  Eagle 
Printing  Company  ? 
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A.  Well,  I  was  dealing  with  Mr.  Noyes;  Mr.  Noyes  was  editor 
of  the  paper;  I  was  dealing  with  him.  Didn't  make  any  differ- 
ence to  me  about  the  Eagle  Printing  Company  as  long  as  he  per- 
sonally would  see  that  the  work  was  done. 

O.  Then  you  consider  that  this  was  pay  to  him  individually, 
rather  than  money  to  the  Eagle  Printing  Company  ? 

A.  I  gave  it  to  him.  I  didn't  care  as  long  as  we  got  the  ser- 
vice. 

Q.  I  notice  that  you  made  one  payment  to  the  Eagle  Printing 
Company  ? 

A.  That  was  for  sample  ballots. 

O.  Well,  they  were  printed  at  the  same  office  that  this  news- 
paper was  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir,  the  same  office. 

O.  L  wasn't  made  payable  to  Mr.'  Noyes  because  Mr.  Leroy 
was  a  member  of  the  assembly  ? 

A.  \o.  sir.  and  further  than  that,  there  wasn't  a  word  said 
about  Mr.  Leroy  in  any  way,  shape  or  manner. 

0.  What,  in  the  paper,  you  mean? 

A.  That  is,  in  my  talk  with  Mr.  Noyes  there  wasn't  anything 
said  about  Air.  Leroy. 

Q.  Who  did  you  talk  with  when  you  got  the  ballots  printed? 

A.  I  presume  it  was  Mr.  Noyes.  or  the  foreman  of  the  job 
office,  possibly. 

O.  Why  didn't  you  make  that  check  payable  to  Mr.  Noyes,  if 
he  was  the  man  that  you  talked  with  ? 

A.  ( )ne  was  a  business  transaction  and  the  other  was  a  political 
transaction. 

O.  Well,  they  were  both  connected  with  the  Stephenson  cam- 
paign? And  that  you  considered  legitimate  expenses  in  connec- 
tion with,  the  Stephenson  campaign — isn't  that  true? 

A.  Well,  I  say  that  the  work  for  printing  those  sample  ballots 
went  through  the  office  ;  that  is  regular  printing  business  ;  they 
made  a  bill  for  it,  and  they  turned  in  their  bill,  and  I  gave  them  a 
check  ;  but  this  other  matter,  this  arrangement  for  write-ups  and 
all  that,  was  a  personal  matter,  so  when  I  settled  I  settled  with  Mr. 
Noyes  personally. 

O.  Well,  if  they  occupied  columns  of  space  in  their  newspaper 
each  day.  as  you  have  indicated  they  did,  didn't  you  consider  that 
just  as  much  of  a  business  transaction  as  the  printing  of  the 
sample  ballots  ? 
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A.  That  was  a  matter,  as  I  looked  at  it,  between  him  and  his 
paper.  It  didn't  make  any  difference  to  me  what  he  did  with  it 
as  long  as  we  got  the  service. 

O.  You  didn't  consider  'that  the  space  in  that  paper  belonged  to 
the  company  the  same  as  the  printing  of  the  ballots? 

A.  It  may  be,  but  I  say  that  is  a  matter  between  him  and  the 
paper,  I  hadn't  anything  to  do  with  that. 

Q.  Well,  wasn't  the  other  a  matter  between  him  and  the  paper? 

A.  No,  the  other  was  a  business  transaction.  This  was  a  po- 
litical transaction. 

Q.  I  don't  just  see  where  you  draw  the  line.  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  be- 
tween a  business  transaction  and  a  political  transaction. 

A.  Well,  the  printing  of  these  sample  ballots  was  in  the  regular 
ordinary  course  of  business,  they  printed  so  many  thousand^ 
sample  ballots,  gave  me  the  bill  and  I  gave  them  a  check  for  it. 
That's  a  business  transaction.  In  the  other  case  I  saw  Mr.  Noyes 
and  personally  made  an  arrangement  with  him  for  more  aggres- 
sive support  than  he  had  been  giving  for  Mr.  Stephenson.  I 
made  this  arrangement  with  him  personally.  I  don't  know  what 
he  did  as  between  him  and  his  paper — don't  care. 

Mr.  Chappie :  Did  the  Eagle  Printing  Company  present  a  bill 
for  the  $200  ? 

The  Chairman :     I  think  he  said  they  didn't. 

Q.  You  have  already  said  that  there  was  no  bill  presented  for 
the  $200  by  anybody? 

A.  Yes. 

By  Mr.  Bray  : 

Q.  Was  there  a  bill  presented  for  the  advertising  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Was  that  presented  by  the  Eagle  Printing  Company  ? 

A."  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  that  is  perhaps  the  reason  you  paid  the 
Eagle  Printing  Company  for  the  advertising? 

A.  That  is  just  what  I  say.  That  is  a  business  transaction. 
That  is  the  distinction  I  make. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

O.  Now,  you  sav  you  think  the  reason  is  that  the  bill  was  pre- 
sented by  the  Eagle  Printing  Company  for  the  $6.5  and  in  the 
other  instance  there  was  no  bill  presented  ? 
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A.   There  wasn't  any  bill  presented. 

Q.  And  is  that  the  reason  why  you  paid  one  to  the  Eagle  Print- 
in-  (  bmpany  and  the  other  to  Mr.  Noyes? 

A.  Well,  this  money  that  was  paid  to  Mr.  Noyes  was  a  dona- 
tion, it  wasn't  a  bill.      There  wasn't  any  bill  about  it. 

Q.   Well,  you  got  value  received  for  it.  didn't  you? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  got  your  money's  worth,  yon  considered,  in  that  trans- 
action, didn't  yon  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

O.  By  having  the  space  and  the  editorial  support  and  the  active 
aggressive  editorial  support  of  the  paper? 

A.  But  Mr.  Noyes  said  that  he  wouldn't  take  any  money  for 
such  a  purpose,  and  after  the  campaign  was  over  I  gave  him  a  do- 
nation (if  a  couple  of  hundred  dollars,  which  I  thought  was  very 
reas<  mable. 

By  Mr.  I  [ambrecht : 

O.  You  made  the  statement  that  he  was  all  right  before.  Did 
you  refer  to  his  editorials? 

A.  Well,  his  editorials  and  write-ups. 

O.  State  what  the  editorial  policy  of  the  paper  was  as  relates  to 
Mr.  Stephenson  before  you  had  this  conversation? 

A.  The  paper  had  been,  I  think  I  stated  that  once  before,  the 
paper  had  been  for  Mr.  Stephenson  right  straight  along  since  he 
was  elected  by  the  legislature. 

Q.  And  is  that  what  you  meant  when  you  said  the  paper  was  all 
right  before? 

A.   It  had  been  before— well,  for  the  last  five  or  six  years. 

Q.  No,  1  am  trying  to  get  at  what  you  meant  when  you  said  the 
paper  was  all  right  before. 

A.  Well,  what  I  meant  was  that  politically  it  was  all  right.  It 
was  for  Mr.  Stephenson,  it  was  supporting  him  right  along. 

Q.  Did  the  paper  become  more  active  in  the  support  of  Mr. 
Stephenson  before  you  gave  him  the  $200  ? 

A.  Well,  it  was  quite  active,  yes,  before. 

Q.  As  I  understand,  you  made  the  payment  after  the  primary? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  And  when  you  had  the  conversation  with  him  did  he  refuse 
the  $200  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 


1042     THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

Q.  And  he  immediately  became  more  active  after  the  payment 
of  the  S.Joii? 

A.   Yes,  he  took  his  chances. 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  There  is  no  date  on  these  lists  as  to  when  any  of  this  money 
was  paid.  Tell  us  as  nearly  as  yon  can  when  you  requested  Mr. 
Noyes  to  become  more  active  and  mentioned  that  you  would  pay 
him  ? 

A.  1  think  it  was  early  in  July,  right  after  Mr.  Stephenson — - 
maybe  a  couple  of  weeks  after  Mr.  Stephenson  started  in. 

Q.   Is  that  as  near  as  you  can  come  to  the  date  now?     . 

A.  That  is  as  near  as  I  can  recollect  now.  It  was  some  time  in 
July  as  1  recollect  now. 

O.  When  did  Mr.  Leroy  become  a  candidate  for  the  assembly. 
do  you  know  ': 

A.   \o.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Was  he  a  candidate  at  that  time  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  lie  was.  1  know  Mr.  Leroy  held  oft  a  long 
time  before  he  entered  the  race. 

Q.  You  don't  know  when  he  became  a  candidate  for  the  as- 
sembly ? 

A.  I  don't  know  the  exact  time.  no. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

O.  Now,  you  told  him  that  if  he  would  go  on  and  become  more 
active  that  you  would  give  him  $200  ;  he  said  he  didn't  want  it,  but 
if  you  wanted  to  give  it  to  him.  it  was  all  right  ? 

A.   Yes. 

Q.  And  you  said  from  that  time  on  he  was  more  active  in  the 
support  of  Senator  Stephenson,  and  that  you  thought  you  got  your 
money's  worth  out  of  it — I  suppose  you  mean  by  getting  more 
votes  by  means  of  that  more  active  support — is  that  true? 

A.  Well,  that  is  what  we  were  after. 

Q.  Now,  I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  think  that  aided  in  getting  at 
the  free  expression  of  the  choice  of  the  people,  by  giving  to  Mr. 
Noyes  or  promising  to  give  him  $200  for  more  active  support  ? 

A.    I  don't  see  what  harm  there  was  in  doing  that. 

O.  That  wasn't  the  question.  Do  you  think  that  aided  in  get- 
ting at  the  free  expression  of  the  choice  of  the  people  in  the  vi- 
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cinity  in  which  that  paper  was  circulated,  by  giving  him  or  prom- 
ising to  give  him  that  amount  of  money? 

A.    I  can't  see  how  it  made  any  difference  at  all. 

O.  Well,  do  you  think  Senator  Stephenson  got  more  votes  by 
his  giving'  that  active  support  which  yon  promised  to  pay  that  $200 
for? 

A.  Well,  the  paper  was  more  active,  of  course. 

Q.  And  do  you  think  you  got  more  votes — that  Senator  Steph- 
enson got  more  votes  by  that  more  active  support? 

A.  Oh,  1  should  presume  so,  yes. 

Q.  Otherwise  you  wouldn't  have  gotten  your  money's  wqrth? 

A.  No. 

O.  Now.  I  want  to  ask  you  if,  in  your  judgment,  that  aided  in 
arriving  at  a  free  choice  of  the  people  in  that  vicinity  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  see  how  the  people  up  in  our  country — they  are 
very  intelligent,  they  don't  believe  everything  they  read,  I  don't 
see — 

O.  (interrupting)  Well,  they  must  have  believed  some  of  it  if 
you  got  your  money's  worth — didn't  they? 

A.  I  say,  it  had  some  effect,  of  course,  but  so  far  as  I  can  see 
I  don't  see  what  harm  it  did. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  G.  W.  Dart  have  anything  to  do  with  the  campaign 
up  here  ? 

A.   Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.   Do  you  know  Mr.  Dart  ? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.   Mr.  A.  ( i.  Showers,  do  you  know  him? 

A.  No. 

The  Chairman  :     T  think  that  is  all. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht : 

O.  As  long  as  you  are  giving  an  opinion  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
editorials,  do  you  think  that  the  promise  of  $200  made  the  paper 
more  active  for  Mr.  Stephenson? 

The  Chairman  :     Pie  said  that  it  was  more  active. 

Q.  Well.  I  ask  his  opinion  now  as  to  this. 

A.  Yes,  I  think  they  were  more  active,  naturally  would  be.  I 
think  that  that  was  all  right. 

Q.  That  isn't  my  question.  I  say.  do  you  think  that  promising 
the  $200  is  what  made  the  paper  more  active? 

A.    1  think  it  did. 
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By  Senator  Husting: 

O.  Now,  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  in  order  to  understand  this  clearly, 
the  reason  why  you  did  not  make  this  payable  to  the  Eagle  Print- 
ing Company  was  because  this  was  a  personal  transaction  with  the 
editor? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  this  payment,  or  promise  of  payment,  of  $200  was  to 
stimulate  his  personal  activity  as  editor  of  the  paper? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  didn't  care  whether  he  ever  turned  that  into  the  Eagle 
Printing  Company  or  not? 

A.  That  wasn't  my  business. 

Q.  I  say  you  didn't  care.  You  stated  you  didn't  care  what  he 
did  with  the  money? 

A.  I  stated  that  wasn't  my  business.  I  presume  he  did  turn  it 
into  the  Eagle  Printing  Company. 

Q.   Rut  you  didn't  care  whether  he  did  or  not? 

A.   It  didn't  make  any  difference. 

(  ).  And  your  idea  wasn't  that  he  was  to  turn  it  in,  he  could  do 
with  it  what  he  pleased  ? 

A.   Yes,  he  could,  for  all  me. 

<_>.  I  see  one  more  check  here.  Exhibit  10,  for  $2000;  I  see  that 
you  endorse  that  over  to  Mr.  Puelicher  direct  in  that  instance? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

O.  Can  von  tell  us  why  you  didn't  endorse  that  over  to  the  Mar- 
shall &  Ilsley  bank? 

A.  I  cannot,  any  more  than  all  these  checks  were  sent  to  Mr. 
Puelicher  and  intended  by  him  to  be  used  for  Senator  Stephen- 
son's campaign  expenses. 

Q.  Now,  I  want  to  show  you  exhibits  2,  3  and  4,  one  for 
$10,000  to  J.  A.  Van  Cleve — that  is  endorsed  over  to  Mr.  Pue- 
licher direct,  is  it  not? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  why  that  wasn't  endorsed  over  to  the  Marshall 
&  ilsley  bank  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  As  I  saw  all  these  checks  were  intended  to  go  to 
Mr.  Puelicher. 

O.  I  am  asking  you  this  now  as  a  banker.  Do  you  see  anything 
on  either  of  checks  2,  3  or  4  which  indicates  that  they  were  paid 
■  bv  the  bank  or  were  ever  cancelled  'f 
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A.   No,  this   was  made  payable  to  J.    II.    Puelicher  and  in- 
dorsed by  him,  and  he  got  that  money. 

O.  Well,  shouldn't  the  bank  have  put  a  stamp  on  there  as  paid 
— is  there  anything  to  indicate  that  that  check  has  <  yer  been  paid 

by  the  bank  ? 

A.  I  don't  see  anything  to  indicate  it  except  his  indorsement. 

Q.  Now  as  to  Exhibit  3,  $10,000.  Is  there  anything  to  indi- 
cate that  that  has  ever  been  paid? 

A.  Nothing  except  his  indorsement. 

Q.  Anything  to  indicate  that  Exhibit  4.  $10,000,  has  ever  been 
paid  by  the  bank  ? 

Q.  Well,  this  is  made  directly  payable  to  the  order  of  J.  H. 
Puelicher,  so  he  indorsed  it  and  as  far  as  I  know  he  got  the  money. 

O.  I  say  there  is  nothing  to  indicate  on  there  that  the  bank  ever 
paid  it — no  bank  stamp  on  it  ? 

A.  Nothing  except  that  it  was  made  payable  to  him  and  he  has 
indorsed  it. 

Mr.  Whitman:   isn't  it  punctured  "Paid"? 

Senator  Husting:  No,  isn't  that  the  amount  ( looking  at  check  1. 
Well,  I  noticed  that  some  of  them  were  marked  in  the  other  way. 

By  Mr.  Bray: 

Q.  You  testified  that  you  urged  Mr.  Noyes  to  make  his  paper 
more  active  in  Mr.  Stephenson's  behalf,  and  that  you  offered  him 
$200,  to  pay  him  that  if  he  did  become  more  active,  and  that  he 
said  that  he  didn't  want  to  be  paid  for  it — is  that  correct? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  that  is  correct. 

Q.  Now  I  ask  you  did  he  become  in  your  opinion  more  active 
in  Mr.  Stephenson's  behalf  because  you  urged  him  to,  or  because 
you  told  him  you  were  going  to  pay  him  the  $200? 

A.  Well,  I  told  you,  of  course,  he  had  been  active  right  straight 
along,  but  my  idea  was  to  get  more  of  it  you  know,  to  get  more 
write-ups,  which  a  man  couldn't  afford  to  be  doing  all  at  his 
own  expense  exactly,  and  after  that  we  did  get  more  write-ups. 

Q.  Read  the  question. 

1  Question  read  as  follows  : 

"O.  Now  I  ask  you,  did  he  become  in  your  opinion  more  active 
in  Mr.  Stephenson's  behalf  because  you  urged  him  to.  or  because 
you  told  him  you  were  going  to  pay  him  the  $200?") 

Q.  As  I  say.  is  it  because  you  urged  him  to,  or  is  it  because  of 
the  money  you  said  you  would  give  him? 
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A.   It  was  because  I  urged  him. 

Q.  And  not  because  of  tbe  money? 

A.  I  thing  so.  largely  ;  I  think  that  might  have  had  some  in- 
fluence. But  mind  you  all  the  time  he  said  that  he  wouldn't  take- 
any,  and  he  didn't  until  after  the  thing  was  over. 

O.  But  you  think  he  still  thought  that  perhaps  he  was  going 
to  get  some  ? 

A.  .Yes,  I  presume  he  did. 

O.  Did  Senator  Stephenson  tell  you  to  see  Mr.  Noyes  to  urge 
him  to  be  more  active? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  of  any  conversation  that  I  had  with  the 
senator  about  that. 

Q.  Did  you  urge  Mr.  Noyes  to  become  more  active  at  Mr. 
Stephens*  >n's  direction  ? 

A.   Xo.  sir. 

O.  Did  you  offer  to  pay  him  anything  at  Mr.  Stephenson's 
directi(  in ? 

A.  Not  directly,  no.  I  will  tell  you.  Mr.  Stephenson  left  the 
entire  management  of  the  campaign  in  my  hands,  turned  it  over 
to  me  and  1  did  about  as  I  had  a  mind  to. 

Q.  Did  you  offer  to  pay  him  anything  at  Mr.  Stephenson's- 
direction  ? 

A.  Nut  that  I  recollect  of.     No  specified  amount,  I  know  that. 

Q.  l)id  Mr.  Stephenson  direct  yon  to  offer  to  pay  Mr.  Noyes 
anything  to  become  more  active? 

A.  Well,  we  had  some  talk  about  that,  and  1  guess  maybe  he 
intimated  that  possibly,  but  there  was  no  amount  set.  or  anything 
of  that  kind. 

O.  Please  read  the  question. 

(Question  read  as  follows: 

"O.  Did  Mr.  Stephenson  direct  yon  to  offer  to  pay  Mr.  Noyes 
anything  to  become  more  active?") 

A.  He  didn't  direct  me  to  pay  any  specified  amount.  I  think 
we  did  have  some  talk  about  that,  though.  I  don't  recollect  just 
exactly  what  it  was. 

O.  When  you  did  pay  him  the  $200,  was  it  at  Mr.  Stephen- 
son's direction? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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By  Senator  Morris  : 

Q.  Now,  the  talk  that  you  had  with  Senator  Stephenson  in  re- 
gard to  Mr.  Noyes  is  simply  to  the  effect  that  you  would  see  him 
and  arrange  matters  with  him? 

A.    I  think  likely. 

Q.  And  it  was  understood,  if  necessary,  he  should  be  paid  for 
his  services,  was  it  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  That  is  the  understanding  you  had  with  Senator  Stephen- 
si  in  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  that's  the  transaction  that  you  carried  out  with  Mr. 
Noyes  when  you  saw  him? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.   Now,  you  promised- to  give  him  S200? 

A.    1  did,  but  he  said  he  wouldn't  take  it. 

Q.   And  he  said  he  didn't  want  it? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  But  the  paper  became  more  friendly  after  that  in  support 
of  Senator  Stephenson  ? 

A.  Well,  more  active,  not  more  friendly,  but  more  active;  that 
is',  they  did  more  of  it:  instead  of  having  a  write-up  on  one  page, 
there  might  be  a  write-up  on  every  page. 

O.  Did  you  at  that  time  feel  that  your  having  seen  the  editor 
had  an  influence  with  him  and  that  he  was  doing  more  work — 
did  you  so  regard  it  ? 

A.  I  think  likely,  yes,  sir. 

Q.   And  you  now  feel  that  he  did  good  work? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  he  earned  his  money. 

O.  He  did  more  work  after  you  saw  him  and  von  think  he 
earned  his  money  ? 

A.   I  think  so.  the  way  I  look  at  it. 

O.  Xow  in  dealing  with  Mr.  Noyes  the  only  thing  you  had  in 
mind  was  to  get  this  support  editoriallv? 

A.  Well,  more  of  it  We  had  his  support  before,  but  we  wanted 
more  of  it. 

Q.  Editorially0 

A.  Every  way ;  we  wanted  write-ups  on  every  page,  and  all  that 
sort  of  thing. 

O.  And  you  think  that  the  fact  that  he  expected  to  get  this 
money  may  have  made  him  more  interested? 
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A.  I  think  likely,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  I  would  like  to  have  Mr.  Blaine  instructed: 
to  put  his  letter  in  evidence  this  afternoon.  I  would  like  to  have 
the  clerk  instructed  to  get  the  letter. 

Recess  until  two  p.  m.  March  2,  1909. 

The  Chairman:  It  is  agreed  that  we  direct  either  Mr.  Pue- 
licher  or  Mr.  lisle}-  to  bring  here  the  register  of  the  bank  which 
shows  who  purchased  these  cashier's  checks. 

Mr.  Hyzer :     If  there  is  any. 

The  Chairman :  If  there  is  any.     I  understood  there  wasn't. 

Mr.  Whitman  :     That  is  the  point,  if  there  is  one,  bring  it. 


Madison.  Wis..  March  2,  1909,  2  O'Clock  P.  M. 

Hearing  resumed. 

All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Mr.  W.  C.  Cowling:  Mr.  Chairman,  the  stenographer,  Mr. 
Welch,  tells  me  that  it  will  be  to-night  at  least  before  he  can 
get  a  transcript  of  my  book  made.  He  suggests,  and  I  think  it  is 
well,  owing  to  my  writing,  that  I  go  over  it,  to  see  whether  he 
has  got  the  names  and  everything  correct.  Now,  I  am  on  a  pro- 
gram to-morrow  night.  Now,  I  can  check  the  transcript  up  and 
see  that  it  agrees  with  the  book,  and  be  back  here  Thursday.  I 
will  get  back  in  the  night.  I  will  have  to  leave  Oshkosh  at  2  :50 
in  order  to  get  here,  but  I  am  willing  to  do  that.  It  is  not  printed, 
and  it  will  not  be  gotten  out  until  to-night,  he  says,  at  the  very 
earliest ;  and  I  will  have  to  check  it  over  to  see  whether  he  has 
read  my  writing  correctly. 

Mr.  Ingalls :  I  think  we  have  got  enough  witnesses  for  to- 
morrow. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  it  will  be  satisfactory,  if  there  are  no 
objections,  if  you  will  be  here  Thursday  morning. 
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Examination  of  J.  A.  Van  Cleve  resumed. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls : 

Q.  In  order  to  get  a  clear  understanding  of  this,  if  it  is  not 
clear  already,  1  will  ask  yen  if  you  want  to  be  understood,  Mr. 
Van  Cleve,  that  you  really  made  any  agreement  with  Air.  Noyes — 

A.    (interrupting)      No,  sir. 

0.  (continued) — to  do  work  in  his  paper,  or  with  his  paper, 
for  any  particular  consideration  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  make  any  agreement  with  him,  except 
that  I  have  intimated — 

O.  (interrupting)  Some  questions  were  asked  by  some  of  the 
members  which  assumed  that  you  had  made  an  agreement. 

A.  No. 

O.  And  your  answer  might  indicate  that  you  wanted  to  be 
understood  in  that  way.   I  just  want  your  understanding  about  it? 

A.  I  did  not  make  any  agreement  with  him. 

O.  And  I  don't  know  whether  it  appears  clear  in  the  record,  but 
in  answer  to  some  of  Senator  Hustings  epiestions  you  left  it 
indefinite  as  to  whether  or  not  in  the  employing  of  these  various 
people  you  employed  them  with  respect  to  their  influence.  Now, 
if  you  made  any  statement  of  that  kind  to  Mr.  Husting,  do  you 
want  to  be  understood  in  that  way? 

A.  Xo,  sir.  I  do  not.  I  did  not  employ  them  for  their  influ- 
ence, except — T  tried  to  explain  that,  but  maybe  I  didn't  make 
myself  plain  enough. 

O.  I  guess  you  did.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  Mr.  Noyes 
expressly  stated  to  you  that  he  did  not  care  to,  or  declined  to, 
give  the  influence  of  his  paper  ,  for  a  money  consideration? 

A.  He  absolutely  declined  to  do  that;  absolutely. 

O.  And  the  fact  that  you  gave  him  a  couple  of  hundred  dol- 
lars afterwards  was  more  in  recognition  of  what  you  felt  he  had 
done  than  in  any  other  way? 

A.  That  is  the  case  exactly. 

O.  But  you  did  mention  that  you  would  be  willing  to  give  a 
couple  of  hundred  dollars? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  To  him  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

O.  And  he  made  the  reply  to  that  which  you  have  indicated 
or  stated? 
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A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  the  situation  exactly,  as  far  as  that  transac- 
tion is  concerned. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

O.  And  he  afterwards  took  that  $200,  did  he? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  What  you  have  testified  since  dinner,  you  don't  wish  to 
qualify  what  you  said  this  morning,  in  regard  to  the  understand- 
ing you  had  with  Mr.  Van  Cleve,  do  you? 

A.  The  understand  of  what  ? 

O.  I  mean  Mr.  Noyes.  Do  you  wish  to  qualify  anything  you 
said  this  morning  in  regard  to  Mr.  Noyes? 

A.  The  way  it  has  been  brought  out  now  ex]  resses  it  exactly, 
as  I  understand  it. 

O.  Is  there  anything  yon  have  testified  to  this  morning  that 
you  wish  to  change? 

A.  [  don't  know  that  there  is.  If  my  attention  is  called  to 
it  I  might  want  to  change  it.     Not  that  T  know  of. 

Q.  Who  called  your  attention  to  it? 

A.  To  what? 

O.  You  say  somebody  called  attention  to  what  you  have  testi- 
fied to  ? 

A.  No,  nobody  did.  I  say  if  anybody  would  call  my  attention 
to  it  now  I  would  consider  it :  but  I  don't  know  of  anything  I 
would  want  to  change. 

O.  What  you  testified  this  morning  in  regard  to  your  under- 
standing with  Mr.  Noyes,  was  that  substantially  correct,  as  you 
testified  this  morning? 

A.  Well,  this  conversation  I  have  just  had — as  one  of  your 
members  of  this  committee  explains  it,  is  just  as  I  understood 
it,  and  just  as  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  testify  to  anything  that  was  not  true  this  morning? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of.  If  I  testified  that  way  I  did  it  unin- 
tentially. 

O.  What  I  mean  is :  The  facts  that  you  testified  to  this  morn- 
ing,  were  they  true  or  untrue? 

A.  They  were  certainly  true,  as  far  as  I  know. 

The  Chairman :  Any  other  member  of  the  committee  wish 
to  examine  Mr.  Van  Cleve? 
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By  Senator  Morris : 

Q.  Have  you  talked  with  anyone  about  this  matter  during  the 
noon  hour? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.    Then  you  didn't  make  any  agreement  with  Mr.   Noyes? 

A.  No,  sir. 

O.  Didn't  have  any  talk  with  him  about  supporting  Stephenson? 

A.  Didn't  what? 

Q.  I  understand  _v<>u  now  to  say  you  didn't  have  any  talk  with 
Noyes  in  regard  to  supporting  Stephenson? 

A.  Yes,  I  did.  I  had  a  talk  with,  just  as  I  said  this  morning, 
in  July  ;  we  went  over  this  matter. 

(  ).  I  under;t<  <  d  you  to  say  a  minute  ago  that  you  didn't  have 
any  understanding  with  him? 

A.  Well,  I  told  what  T  would  do,  or  what  I  was  willing  to  do, 
and  he  wouldn't  accept  it.  He  said  he  wouldn  t  take  an}-  money 
consideration  ;  hut  that  afterwards,  after  the  election  was  over, 
if  I  wanted  to  come  around — 

Q.    (interrupting)      What? 

A.  He  said  that  after  the  election  was  over — He  said  at  the 
time  I  talked  this  matter  over  with  him  he  wouldn't  take  any 
money;  but  he  said  after  the  election  was  over  if  I  wanted  to 
come  around  and  make  him  a  donation  it  would  be  all  right,  he 
would  take  it. 

O.  That  is  just  what  he  said? 

A.  Practically,  as  near  as  I  remember  it. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht : 

Q.  Did  he  say  the  editorial  columns  of  his  paper  were  not  for 
sale  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

0.  And  that  he  would  conduct  the  editorial  policy  of  the  paper 
independent  of  a  monetary  consideration? 

A.  He  didn't  say  that,  hut  I  would  infer  from  all  his  talks 
that  that  was  what  he  was  going  to  do. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  say  he  said  his  editorial  columns  were  not  for  sale. 
Is  that  what  you  say  he  said? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  he  used  those  words. 
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Q.  I  understood  you  in  response  to  Mr.  Hambrecht's  question 
to  say  that? 

A.  He  gave  me  to  understand  they  were  not  for  sale,  but  I 
don't  know  as  he  used  those  exact  words. 

Q.  You  had  not  attempted  to  buy  his  editorial  columns,  had 
you  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

O.  Do  you  know  what  the  occasion  of  his  saying  that  was,  or 
anything  like  it  ? 

A.  The  ocassion  was  like  this:  Of  course,  as  I  attempted  to 
explain  to  you  this  morning.  Mr.  Noyes  was  supporting  Mr. 
Stephenson  right  along,  and  had  been:  but  in  my  opinion,  the 
way  T  looked  at  it,  I  thought  his  support  ought  to  be  more  ag- 
gressive; and  that  being  the  case  T  took  it  tip  with  him  in  that 
way.  and  T  told  him  that  if  he  would  make  his  paper  more  ag- 
gressive, and  put  editorials  in  every  day.  and  write-ups  maybe 
on  every  page,  or  something  of  that  kind,  that  he  ought  to  be 
entitled  to  something  for  it.  I  told  him  if  he  would  do  that  there 
was  $200  in  it  for  him  ;  but  he  said  he  wouldn't  take  it. 

O.  Xot  until  after  election? 

A.  Xot  until  after  election,  no. 

O.   In  other  words,  he  wouldn't  take  it  in  advance? 

A.  He  gave  me  to  understand — T  don't  know  the  exact  words 
he  used,  but  he  gave  me  to  understand  he  was  not  doing  busi- 
ness in  that  way. 

O.  That  is,  taking  some  money  in  advance? 

A.   Yes,  or  taking  it — 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  (interrupting)  Is  that  what  you  mean  r 
''Taking  it  in  advance"? 

A.  Taking  it  at  all. 

I  >y  the  Chairman  : 

Q.   Still,  he  would  take  it,  if  it  came  to  him  as  a  gift? 
A.  He  didn't  say  that,  but  he  intimated  that  much. 
O.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  any  other  member  of  the  Kagle 
Printing  Company? 
A.  No,  sir. 
O.  About  that? 
A.  No.  sir. 
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By  Senator  Morris : 

O.  Then  as  I  understand  you  now,  there  were  not  any  edi- 
torials in  his  paper  in  favor  of  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  What  is  that? 

O.  As  I  understand  you  now,  he  didn't  write  any  editorials, 
and  print  them  in  his  paper  after  you  had  that  conversation 
wifTi  him.     There  weren't  any  editorials  in  his  paper. 

A.  After  this  conversation  ? 

O.  Yes. 

A.  Why,  yes,  there  were. 

Mr.  Bray:  (to  Senator  Morris)  Did  you  hear  him  say  any- 
thing like  that,  Senator?      Is  that  a  joke,  or  did  you  hear  him? 

Senator  Morris:   Do  you  want  me  to  be  sworn  ? 

Mr.  Bray  :  I  am  just  curious  to  know  whether  you  have  a  good 
motive  in  asking  that  question. 

By  Senator  Morris: 

Q.  Then  there  were  editorials  printed  in  his  paper  after  that 
conversation  ? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

O.  Favoring  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  and  there  were  before  it. 

Q.  Were  there  more  afterwards  than  before? 

A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  T  think  that  is  all.  Mr.  Van  Cleve  They  may 
think  of  something  further. 

Witness:  Can  I  go  away  to-night,  on  the  six  o'clock  train?  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  chairman  if  I  can  go  away  to-night  on  the 
six  o'clock  train  ? 

The  Chairman  :  Yes.  Perhaps  it  would  well  enough  for  you 
to  stay  around  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  Whitman:  (to  the  witness)  They  might  think  of  some- 
thing. 

Witness :    Yes.    I  would  be  2'lad  to  te1!  vou  all  I  know. 
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Miss  Mary  F.  Stringham,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Marsh : 

O.  You  reside  in  Marinette,  do  you? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  do  you  hold  some  position  with  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  His  private  secretary. 

!  ).   And  have  held  that  position  for  how  long? 

A.  Oh,  between  seventeen  and  eighteen  years. 

O.  Continuously? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  bring  with  you  the  stub  books  of  Senator  Stephen- 
son covering  the  period  for  a  few  months  last  fall? 

A.  I  did. 

O.  The  stub  check  books  I  mean? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(J.   Have  you  those  with  you: 

A.   They  are  here,  yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  They  are  here,  Mr.  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  suppose  the  stubs  which  have  been  referred  to  will  be 
asked  for  for  the  purpose  of  examination,  and  I  think  it  is  the 
proper  time  to  make  some  suggestions  about  them,  and  the  use  of 
them.  Xow.  these  stubs,  which  I  believe  come  from  two  of  Sen- 
ator Stephenson's  check  books, — 

Senator  Husting:  (interrupting)  Permit  me  to  interrupt  you. 
I  think  Mr.  Upham  testified  that  there  were  five  that  he  examined 
with  Mi>s  Stringham;  five  cheek  books;  two  on  one  bank  and 
three  on  another. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     I  don't  remember.  Senator. 

The  Chairman:  (to  Senator  Husting)-  That  can  be  taken  up- 
later,  Senator. 

Senator  Husting:  I  wanted  to  know  whether  those  were  all 
there  were,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  The  stubs  from  the  check  book  on  the  Corn  Ex- 
change bank  of  Chicago  begin  in  this  book,  which  is  produced 
here,  on  Tune  5th,  1907,  and  end  on  February  13,  1900.  The  stubs 
from  the  Stephenson  National  bank  book  begin  on  February  1, 
1908,  and  end  on  December  24.  1908.  Speaking  about  the  other 
check  books,  referred  to  by  Mr.  Upham,  Miss  Stringham  says 
they  include  the  check  books  being  used  now;  that  is,  after  De- 
cember 24,  1908. 
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Now,  these  two  stub  books,  gentlemen,  cover  a  great  many 
checks,  and  a  great  many  checks  issued  to  a  great  many  people, 
and  for  main-  purposes.  They  are  Senator  Stephenson's  personal 
check  books,  not  only  involving  the  various  business  transactions 
in  which  he  is  interested,  but  members  of  his  family.  Now,  I 
cannot  believe  for  a  moment,  gentlemen,  that  such  records  should 
be  submitted  to  any  tribunal  for  general  investigation.  I  never 
heard  of  such  a  thing  in  my  life.  I  do  not  believe  it  ought  to  be 
done.  I  do  not  think  we,  as  attorneys  for  Senator  Stephenson, 
ought  to  permit  it.  We  arc  entirely  willing  that  any  check  which 
lias  been  referred  to  in  this  testimony  shall  be  compared  with  its 
stub  in  these  hooks.  We  are  perfectly  willing  to  refer  to  any  stub 
in  these  hooks  which  is  in  any  way  connected  with  the  primary 
campaign.  More  than  that,  we  are  entirely  willing  to  submit  these 
stub  hooks  to  any  member  of  this  committee  selected  for  the  pur- 
pose, it  makes  no  difference  who  it  is  at  all;  perfectly  willing-  to 
submit  them  to  the  chairman  of  this  committee  for  investigation, 
and  for  subsequent  inquiry  as  to  any  stub  which  he  desires  to  in- 
quire about.  But,  we  will  not  file  Senator  Stephenson's  stub  check 
hooks  here  to  remain  here  with  this  committee,  or  go  into  evidence 
in  this  case,  or  he  marked  as  an  exhibit  in  this  record,  to  be  in- 
vestigated and  looked  into  as  anybody  pleases,  for  the  reasons  that 
I  stated.  T  do  not  believe  that  any  court  would  require  it.  I  do 
not  believe  any  gentleman  upon  this  committee  would  himself  con- 
sent to  it  if  it  was  his  own  matter.  I  would  not.  I  would  not 
permit  a  check  hook  of  mine  to  be  brought  here  involving  my  per- 
s(  mal  affairs,  my  family,  and  throw  it  wide  open  to  anybody.  Not 
because  there  is  anything  in  it  tending  to  criminate  anybody,  but 
because  it  isn't  anybody's  business. 

Mr.  Bray:  T  was  going  to  ask  you  if  you  would  have  any  ob- 
jection to  examining  the  witness  with  regard  to  that  stub  check 
book,  as  Senator  Husting  suggested  yesterday,  by  number? 

Mr.  I  [yzer  :     Yes. 

Mr.  Bray:  Or,  by  referring  the  check  to  the  witness,  or  the 
stub  to  the  witness  ;  in  other  words,  without  mentioning  the  name. 
Would  you  have  objection  to  that0 

Mr!  Ilv/er:  Yes,  for  this  reason:  If  Senator  I  lusting  takes 
the^e  stubs  to  examine  the  witness  about  them,  each  member  of 
this  committee  has  a  right  to  do  the  same  thing;  and  in  that  man- 
ner these  private  check  books  will  be  generally  submitted  to  the 
members  of  this  committee. 
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Senator  Husting":  Let  me  ask  you  a  question,  Mr.  Hyzer.  Is 
it  any  fault  of  the  committee's,  or  any  member  of  the  committee, 
that  Mr.  Stephenson  has  involved  things  that  have  now  become  a 
matter  of  public  inquiry  with  his  private  accounts? 

Mr.  Hyzer :     It  is  not. 

Senator  Husting:  Then  why  are  we  not  entitled  to  examine 
into  that  account  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  You  are  entitled  to  examine  fully  into  his  cam- 
paign account.  You  are  entitled  to  call  for  any  document  which 
has  any  reference  to  it ;  but  yon  have  no  right  whatever  to  call  for 
documents  which  are  personal  in  their  nature,  and  have  nothing 
to  do  with  it. 

Senator  Husting:  Are  we  not  in  this  position:  That  Mr. 
Stephenson  has  put  matters  of  public  inquiry  in  such  shape  that 
we  cannot  gain  access  to  them  without  gaining  access,  to  a  certain 
extent,  to  his  private  business?  Is  that  his  fault,  or  the  fault  of 
the  committee  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  It  is  not  anybody's  fault.  There  isn't  any  fault 
about  it.  The  way  it  was  done  slows  there  was  no  fault  con- 
nected with  it.  If  Senator  Stephenson  desired  to  conceal  it,  it  is 
perfectly  patent  that  it  would  not  have  been  concealed  in  that  way. 

Senator  Husting:  I  used  the  word  "fault"  in  connection  with 
what  you  say.  that  we  haven't  got  any  business  to  look  into  his 
private  affairs.  I  do  not  desire  to  examine  into  his  private  affairs, 
but  he  has  so  intermingled  his  checks  for  campaign  purposes  with 
matters  of  a  private  nature,  as  you  state,  that  it  is  impossible  for 
the  committee  to  examine  one  without  necessarily  being  placed  in 
possession  of  the  others. 

Mr.  Hvzer:  Now  don't  misunderstand  me.  Senator.  I  by  no 
means  say  that  because  a  man  has  put  one  transaction  into  a  book 
which  contains  others,  that  the  book  is  closed  to  investigation. 
That  would  be  a  very  foolish  statement  upon  my  part,  of  course. 
I  say  the  book  is  open  to  examination  so  far  as  there  is  any  evi- 
dence in  the  possession  of  the  committee  that  indicates  that  there 
is  anything  in  the  book  relating  to  that  subject  matter.  Now  just 
one  moment.  Now,  bear  in  mind  that  the  book  is  not  closed  to 
this  committee.  My  statement  was  that  any  member  of  this  com- 
mittee, whom  the  committee  shall  select  or  its  chairman  without 
selection,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned,  may  take  these  or  any  other 
check  books  that  are  involved  in  this  period,  and  satisfy  himself  as 
far  as  he  pleases  about  it.     I  simply  say  this  :  that  these  things 
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ought  not  to  be  filed  as  exhibits  in  this  case,  necessarily  making 
them  part  of  the  record  in  thi  ibj  :ct,  and  rightfully  sub- 

ject, to  public  examinati<  n.  The)  cannct  be  otherwise  if  they  are 
made  exhibits  in  this  case  for  full  examination. 

Senator  Husting:  Couldn't  they  be  made  an  exhibit  in  this 
case  with  full  examination  by  the  committee  with  the  express  un- 
derstanding that  the}-  shall  not  become  public? 

Mr.   I  [yzer  :      I  don't  think  SO. 

Senator  Husting:  Let  me  refresh  your  memory  in  regard  to 
some  of  the  testimony  regardin  f  tin       checkbooks.     As 

I  recollect  the  testimony  of  the  various  witnesses  placed  upon  the 
stand,  there  is  nothing  in  that  check  hook,  or  the  stubs,  to  indi- 
cate for  what  pur]  part  of  these  moneys  was  disbursed. 
Mr.  Stephenson  himself  never  made  an  examination  of  the  check 
hooks  for  the  purpose  of  filing  his  statement.  Mr.  (Jpham  testi- 
fied that  lie  didn't  know  anything  about  it,  nor  could  he  state 
from  looking  at  the  stub  hook-,  which  particular  checks  were  used 
in  connection  with  this  campaign;  so  that  it  is  necessarily  a  mat- 
ter of  inquiry  and  conjecture  as  to  what  were  and  what  were  not 
used  in  the  course  of  the  campaign  for  campaign  purposes.  Now, 
in  view  of  those  facts,  isn't  it  necessary  that  the  committee  at 
least,  leaving  the  public  out  of  that  proposition, — isn't  it  neces- 
sary for  the  committee  at  least  to  have  the  privilege  of  examina- 
tion, keeping  the  names  out,  etc.,  until  it  has  keen  ascertained 
just  exactly  what  were  and  what  were  not  used  in  the  campaign? 

Mr.  Bray:  Do  I  understand,  Mr.  Hyzer,  that  you  are  willing 
that  one  member  of  the  committee  shall  have  the  privilege  of  ex- 
amining this  hook,  but  not  all  members  of  the  committee?  Is 
that  it  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Any  member;  not  • 

Afr.  Dray:     Any  one  member  can? 

Mr.  I  [yzer :        n       ne  meml 

Mr.  Bray:     But  that  all  of  them  cannot? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  No.  My  statement — I  intended  to  make  it  this 
way:  that  1  was  perfectly  willing  that  any  one  member  of  the 
committee  should  look  through  the  record  of  these  stubs,  and  if 
he  finds  anything  there  which  he  wants  to  ask  about,  to  ask  it. 
1  do  not  see  myself — Well,  I  will  make  this  suggestion: — 1  may 
not  have  suggested  the  best  method.  I  am  looking  at  this  matter 
as  a  lawyer,  you  know.  Now  it  is  against  the  nature  of  a  law- 
yer, as  you  gentlemen  know,  to  allow  his  client's  affairs  to  be 
67 
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handled  without  any  kind  of  protection  or  limitation.  Now,  I 
am  perfectly  willing  that  the  committee,  as  a  whole,  shall  ex- 
amine this  record  as  they  please  in  executive  session.  Now.  I 
say  that,  because  T  do  not  believe — and  I  now  reply  in  part  to 
Senator  Husting's  question — 1  do  not  believe  you  can  limit  the 
condition  of  this  record.  This  is  a  public  hearing',  and  if  these. 
check  stubs  here  are  made  exhibits  in  this  case  and  put  in  evi- 
dence here,  as  I  think  they  are  by  the  mere  fact  that  they  are 
made  exhibits,  they  are  open  to  public  inspection  by  anybody. 

Senator  1  lusting:  Need  they  necessarily  be  made  exhibits  for 
the  purpose  of  preliminary  examination  as  to  the  nature  of 
them  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  They  need  not  be.  But  I  want  to  say  this:  I 
am  not  going  to  leave  these  stub  books  here  after  the  witness  is 
examined.  They  will  be  produced  here,  and  they  will  be  ready 
at  any  time  the  committee  wants  them,  but  they  are  private  prop- 
erty, and  they  relate  to  private  matters  and  family  matters,  and 
I  do  not  think  that  I  would  be  justified  in  doing  it.  I  am  more 
frank  about  saying  so.  because  of  the  way  in  which  I  offered  to 
permit  their  examination,  which  shows  no  effort  whatever  to  ■con- 
ceal their  contents.  Let  the  chairman  examine  them,  any  mem- 
ber may  examine  them,  the  committee  may  examine  them  in  ex- 
ecutive session,  in  any  way  yon  please,  except  they  shall  not  pass 
out  of  our  hands  and  be  filed  in  this  case  as  an  exhibit.  Now  I 
don't  think  I  am  wrong  about  that. 

Senator  1  lusting  :  Would  you  say  that  a  part  of  the  record 
that  is  material  to  this  inquiry  should  not  be  made  an  exhibit? 

Mr.  Hyzer :  T  should  say  that  ought  to  be  done  by  reading  it 
into  the  record  just  the  way  it  is.  and  the  committee  see  that  it  is 
read  right  into  the  record.  That  makes  just  as  good  a  record  as 
every  lawyer  on  the  committee  knows,  as  the  document  itself.  I 
am  sure  that  no  tribunal  would  desire  to  spread  on  its  record  a 
man's  personal  and  family  affairs;  and  were  it  in  court,  of  course 
the  judge  presiding  would  look  at  the  document  before  he  passed 
on  it  and  ruled  upon  it.  But  here  that  cannot  be  done.  T  only 
suggested  that  some  one  member,  or  the  chairman,  look  into  the 
matter,  because  I  thought  that  the  committee  would  be  entirely 
satisfied  with  the  examination  by  any  one  member  of  this  com- 
mittee: and  certainly — Well,  it  is  not  for  me  to  suggest  any 
different — 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Why  can't  we  examine,  anyway,  as  far  as  the 
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checks  go;  and  then  the  question  of  examining  further  can  be  de- 
termined? Yon  can  conduct  the  examination  as  far  as  the  checks 
go,  with  her,  at  least.  !f  there  is  an  objection  raised,  it  will  be 
time  enough  to — 
Ik  Mr.  Hyzer:  I  thought  of  that.  Air.  [ngalls,  but,  of  course,  they 
being  produced  here,  before  the  examination  had  gone  very  far 
they  would  he  marked  as  exhibits.  1  think  we  ought  to  under- 
stand in  advance  what  is  going  to  be  done  with  these  private 
check  hooks. 

Senator  Morris:      Mr.  Hyzer,  may  I  ask  von  a  question? 

Mr.    Hyzer:     Certainly, 

Senator  Morris:  Has  it  occurred  to  you  that  if  Mr.  Steph- 
enson is  to  he  excused  from  producing  his  stnhs  that  every  man, 
or  his  agents,  who  paid  money,  by  this  same  rule  would  he  en- 
titled to  he  excused  from  producing  their  check  books? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  offer- 
Senator  Morris :  ( interrupting)  Pardon  me  a  moment. 
Did  it  occur  to  yon  that  if  that  rule  were  adopted  by  the  com- 
mittee that  the  only  thing  a  man  would  have  to  do  would  be  to 
say:  "The  money  that  1  paid  out  for  Mr.  Stephenson  was  repre- 
sented by  checks  intermingled  with  checks  of  my  own."  Has 
that  occurred  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Certainly  it  lias  occurred  to  me. 

Senator  Morris:  Another  question:  lias  it  occurred  to  you 
that  in  the  Insurance  Investigation  in  New  York  state  private 
papers  were  compelled  to  he  produced  in  that  investigation? 

Mr.  Hyzer:      I  don't  think  I  g<  >t  your  question. 

Senator  Morris:  I  say,  do  you  recall  whether  or  not  in  the 
Insurance  Investigation  in  Xew  York,  here  some  three  wars  ago, 
the  stub  hooks  and  private  checks  and  papers  were  produced, 
and  the  parties  compelled  to  produce  them,  and  submit  them  to 
the  committee? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  1  did  not  follow  it  at  all.  Senator;  1  don't  know 
anything  about  it. 
^Senator  Morris:  I  was  wondering,  when  yon  take  the  posi- 
tion that  yon  do.  that  the  committee  has  no  way  of  compelling 
the  introduction  of  those  stub  books,- — I  was  wondering  whether 
you  were  familiar  with  the  action  taken  in  the  Xew  York  investi- 
gation. 

Mr  Hyzer:  \<».  but  I  think.  Senator  Morris,  that  you  mis- 
state my  position.      You  did  not  intend  to,  hut  I  think  vou  did,  in 
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assuming  that   I   said  you  could   not    force  the   introduction   of 
these  stub  books.     I  didn't  say  anything  like  that. 

Senator  Morris:  I  think  you  did  say  that  you  would  not  pro- 
duce them. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     O,  no,  I  did  not. 

Senator  Husting:     You  said  that  it  was  none  of  our  business,  'j 
anyway. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  have  produced  them.  I  didn't  say  that,  Sena- 
tor Husting.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  be  cross-examined,  bnt 
I  didn't  say  that.  I  said  that  the  private  affairs  and  personal 
and  family  matters  of  Senator  Stephenson  was  not  anybody's 
business  ;  and  it  is  not. 

Senator  Morris:  And  you  think  it  is  for  Senator  Stephenson 
alone  to  determine  whether  the  transaction  is  a  family  affair  or 
a  public  one? 

Mr.  Hyzer  :  I  didn't  say  that.  I  guess  I  will  have  to  ask 
the  reporter  to  read  what  I  did  say. 

Senator  Morris:  The  question  arises,  is  this  a  family  affair 
or  a  private  transaction?  Who  is  to  determine  that,  the  com- 
mittee or  Senator  Stephenson? 

Mr.  Hyzer:     The  committee. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     If  you  will  permit  me  to  make  a  suggestion — 

Mr.  Hyzer:  One  moment.  I  am  epiite  certain  I  did  not  make 
myself  understood.  I  said :  "So  far  as  things  were  private  and 
personal — ■" 

Senator  Morris:     Who  is  to  determine  that? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  (continuing) — they  ought  not  to  be  spread  upon 
the  public  record. 

Senator  Morris:    Who  is  to  determine  that? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  am  coming  to  that. 

Senator  Morris :  Who  is  to  determine  whether  it  is  private 
and  personal? 

Mr.  Hyzer :  The  committee ;  but  you  must  not  do  it  in  such  a 
way  as  to  make  things  that  are  private  and  personal  a  public 
record.  That  was  my  position.  In  order  that  the  committc  d 
might  inform  itself  as  to  whether  they  are  public  or  personal  and 
private  the  committee  was  at  liberty,  by  a  member  selected,  to 
examine  them,  or  to  take  up  the  matter  in  executive  session  with 
the  whole  committee.  That  is  something  very  often  done  in 
court ;  the  jury  is  excused  every  day  in  court  and  the  judge  hears 
— what?     He   hears   testimony    relating   to   the   competency   of 
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documents;  and  after  he  has  determined  the  competency  of  them, 
one  way  or  the  other,  why  he  rules;  and  if  he  finds  them  to  be 
competent  and  material  to  the  controversy  he  brings  the  jury  in 
and  lets  them  hear  the  evidence.  Now  I  address  myself  to  the 
committee  necessarily  as  a  court  called  upon  to  determine  the 
materiality  and  competency  of  testimony.  I  ask  you  to  determine 
the  materiality  and  competency  of  the  testimony  before  it  is  intro- 
duced as  a  part  of  this  public  record. 

Senator  Morris:  I  agree  with  that ;  but,  Mr.  Hyzer,  don't  you 
think  it  would  be  an  advantage  to  this  committee  to  be  in  a  posi- 
tion so  that  they  could  take  the  stnhs,  and  inquire  of  differ- 
ent people  in  different  parts  of  the  state  in  reference  to  the  mat- 
ter, with  reference  to  the  possibility  being  connected  with  the 
campaign?  Do  you  think,  for  instance,  that  the  chairman,  or 
any  member  of  this  committee,  is  sufficiently  familiar  with  the 
names  of  the  citizens  of  this  state  and  their  occupation  and  resi 
dence,  to  tell  from  a  mere  examination  of  those  stubs  whether 
or  not  there  is  a  likelihood,  or  probability,  that  the  money  may 
have  been  used  for  campaign  purpose-  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Xo,  that  was  not  my  purpose  in  making  my  sug- 
gestion that  the  chairman  examine  the  stubs.  It  was  that  he 
mierht  determine  which  stubs  he  desired  to  examine  about. 

Senator  Morris:  Do  you  think  he  can  do  that  without  know- 
ing who  the  person  is  and  what  his  business  is? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  don't  know  that  he  could.  That  suggests  this: 
that  these  stub  books  should  be  submitted  here  for  the  purpose 
of  allowing  the  committee  to  confer  with  various  citizens  of  the 
state  of  Wisconsin  to  see  whether  they  received  the  money  in  the 
checks,  and  for  what  purpose.  Xow  that  opens  the  whole  blind- 
ness and  throws  the  door  wiele  open  to  the  examination  of  Senator 
Stephenson's  personal  affairs.  Would  yon  do  that,  if  you  were 
acting  for  a  client,  Senator  Morris? 

Senator  Morris :     You  put  the  question  to  me.     I  would  say 
this:  if  I  thought  there  was  something  there  that  I  did  not  want 
f   to  become  public,  I  would  try  to  suppress  it. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  That  is  not  a  fair  answer;  and  you  knew  it  when 
you  made  it. 

Senator  Morris :     That  closes  the  incident. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  don't  think  there  could  be  a  suggestion  of  any 
concealment  after  the  statement  I  have  made.  I  think  a  lawyer 
is  entitled  to  make  a  statement  with  reference  to  the  admission  of 
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evidence  without  being  charged  with  an  ulterior  purpose.     That 
has  been  my  experience  in  the  courts. 

I  go  back  to  the  statement  that  I  do  not  believe  that  anybody's' 
private  and  personal  affairs  are  open  to  general  investigation  by 
the  people  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  for  the  purpose  of  determin- 
ing, not  the  existence  of  any  event,  but  the  non-existence  of  any  * 
event.  I  do  not  believe  that  a  man  is  required  to  exculpate  him- 
self by  showing  up  the  details  of  his  personal  and  family  trans- 
act inns  which  ma}'  be  conducted  through  a  period  of  time.  That, 
1  should  judge,  is  one  of  the  most  outrageous  things  I  ever  heard 
of  in  my  life. 

Senator  1  lusting:  Let  me  ask  you  a  question,  Mr.  Hyzer. 
We  all  know  that  if  moneys  were  expended  they  were  very  likely 
expended  between  the  time  Mr.  Stephenson  announced  himself 
a  candidate  for  United  States  senator  and  the  time  that  the  books 
were  closed,  probably  along  some  time  in  October.  Now,  where 
a  man  engaged  in  a  campaign  issues  checks  as  they  have  been 
issued,  not  directly  to  the  man  that  received  the  money,  but  for 
instance  in  the  way  of  issuing  checks  to  .Mr.  Van  Cleve,  Mr. 
Van  Cleve  turning  them  over  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Lank,  and 
cashier's  checks  issued  thereon  to  some  third  person,  and  that 
third  person's  name  not  appearing;  and  finally  getting  into  the 
hands  of  the  paying  teller,  and  a  private  fund  in  the  bank,  and 
finally  checked  out  on  receipt  and  requisitions  for  certified  checks 
to  other  people  that  were  entitled  to  .get  the  money.  Isn't  it  a 
matter  of  reasonable  inquiry  whether  the  checks  isstied  within 
this  period  of  time,  to  people  evidently  not  connected  at  all  with 
the  disbursement  of  the  money, — isn't  it  a  reasonable  inquiry  into 
each  particular  check  to  find  it  out.  especially  so  when  the  stub 
does  not  indicate  for  what  purpose  it  was  issued? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  No,  it  is  not  a  reasonable  inquiry  to  examine  into 
every  transaction  which  is  foreign  to  the  question  under  con- 
sideration, for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether  it  is  foreign 
or  not. 

Senator  I  lusting:  Well,  that  might  be  true,  in  a  general  way, 
if  checks  were  issued  out  of  those  check  books  directly,  and  with- 
out any  effort  at  concealment,  or  where  there  is  nothing  involved 
in  the  transaction,  or  there  are  no  intermediaries  between  the 
giver  of  the  check  and  the  payee  ;  but  here,  where  the  committee 
is  unable  to  determine  from  the  looks  of  the  checks  and  stubs'  to 
whom  and   for  what  purpose  it   was  ultimately  intended,  how  is 
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it  to  find  "in  anything  about  it  unless  it  goes  thoroughly  into 
every  check  issued  during  thai  period  of  time,  and  ask  those  who 
ought  to  know  what  was  done  with  that  particular  cheek.'  Is 
there  any  other  way  in  which  the  committee  can  ascertain  any- 
thing than  just  exactly  in  that  way? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Possibly  not;  but  it  does  not  follow  that  because 
one  way  only  is  open  in  any  investigation  that  you  necessarily 
have  a  right  to  go  into  that. 

Senator  Busting:  Then,  of  course,  we  would  be  concluded. 
if  that  is  the  only  way,  and  we  are  not  entitled  to  take  that. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  You  are  concluded,  in  any  proceeding  in  court 
or  elsewhere,  if  you  haven't  got  any  evidence. 

Senator  Husting:  This  is  an  inquiry;  this  is  not  an  indict- 
ment, or  trying  to  convict  anybody.  This  is  an  inquiry.  We 
arc  hunting  for  evidence. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Now,  you  have  no  right  to  hunt  in  my  private 
and  personal  affairs. 

Senator  Husting:     Are  we  to  blame — 
Mr.  Hyzer:      (interrupting)    No,  you  arc  not  to  blame. 
Senator  Husting:      (continuing)  — if  you  mingle  them  in  such 
a  way  that  the  committee  is  unable  to  determine  whether  it  is  in- 
truding on  your  matters,  or  a  public  matter? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  When  you  are  informed  that  it  is  a  private  mat- 
ter —  %  i 

Senator   1  lusting:      (interrupting)    Who  tells  us  that? 
Mr.  Hyzer:     The  face  of  the  checks. 

Senator  Husting:  Here  is  the  face  of  a  check:  "J.  A.  Van 
Cleve,  two  thousand  dollars.'*  How  do  we  know  that  that  is  not 
for  campaign  purposes? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  You  have  asked  Air.  Van  Cleve  about  it.  You 
are  at  liberty  to  examine  this  witness  about  it.  and  examine  these 
stub  books,  all  about  it. 

Senator  1  lusting:  That  is  all  we  want,  is  to  examine  these 
people  to  whom  the  checks  were  issued?  IS  there  any  evidence 
that   Van  Cleve  is  connected  with  it,  on  its  face? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  don't  know  about  its  face,  but  it  is  in  evidence 
that  he  is  connected  with  it  from  the  start. 

Senator  Husting:  Here  is  one  to  "H.  L.  Peterson,  one  hun- 
dred and  fifty  dollars."  1  tow  would  you  know  for  what  purpose 
that  was  issued,  unless  we  had  this  here,  and  asked  some  witness 
who  was  supposed  to  know  what  it  was  issued  for? 
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Mr.  Hyzer:     You  would  not. 

Senator  Husting:  It  is  the  same  position  as  with  the  check 
book.  We  didn't  know  it  until  we  found  it  out. 
Air.  Hyzer:  I  guess  it  is  in  the  statement. 
The  Chairman:  I  don't  believe  we  are  going  to  reach  any 
agreement  between  Senator  Husting  and  Mr.  Hyzer.  That  is 
the  indication  now,  anyway.  I  suppose  we  better  consider  this 
ultimatum  we  have  before  us,  that  is  that  one  member  may  ex- 
amine these  stubs,  or  the  committee  may  examine  them  in  execu- 
tive session,  and  we  cannot  have  them  for  public  use.  I  am 
afraid  we  are  wasting  seme  time.  While  I  can  see  that  that  will 
be  hampering  us  some;  I  am  inclined  to  think  it  would  be  better 
for  us  to  accept  that  proposition  than  to  go  on  discussing  this 
question  with  the  hope  of  reaching  an  agreement.  Now,  I  be- 
lieve it  has  been  discussed  enough,  so  that  we  know  what  action 
we  want  to  take  upon  it  as  a  committee;  whether  we  will  accept- 
this  proposition,  to  have  some  one  member  of  the  committee  ex- 
amine these  stubs,  or  whether  the  committee  in  executive  session 
will  examine  these  stubs,  with  the  understanding  that  we  may 
cross  examine  upon  any  one  of  them,  or  the  whole  of  them,  after 
we  have  examined  them  in  executive  session. 

Senator  Husting:      I   de-ire  to  make  a  motion,  Mr.  Chairman. 
Mr.  Hambrecht:      (to  the  chairman)   lie  -aid  "any  member  of 
the  committee." 

(to  Mr.  Hyzer)  Probably  yon  would  be  willing  to  qualify  it, 
to  two  members. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Yes,  two  members;  any  way,  gentlemen,  that 
keeps  them  off  the  public  records  until  you  determine  that  they 
are  material  to  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  It  seems  to  me  we  can  get  along  with  this  all 
right,  without  any  motion  or  anything  else. 

Senator  Husting:  I  desire  to  make  a  motion. 
Mr.  Ingalls:  Wait  a  minute  until  I  make  a  suggestion.  It  is 
a  very  easy  matter  to  examine  here  with  reference  to  the  checks 
that  are  in,  and  make  the  comparison  with  the  stubs.  There  are 
a  lot  of  checks  in  here  which  he  selected  himself.  You  get,  then, 
to  the  point  whether  you  want  to  examine  publicly  the  balance  of 
the  stubs  in  the  check  book.  You  can  press  that  question,  or  the 
committee  can  go  into  executive  session  and  look  them  over,  and 
examine  the  names,  and  see  whether  they  want  to  pursue  any 
particular  one.     That  does  not  necessarily  put  the  stubs  in  evi- 
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dence,  and  yon  have  got  just  whal  yon  are  after  up  to  the  point 
of  the  checks  that  you  don't  know  anything  about  which  appear 
in  those  stubs.  That,  primarily,  is  what  she  is  brought  here  for. 
The  Chairman  :  (to  Mr.  [ngalls  i  For  what  purpose? 
Mr.  Ingalls:  Go  right  ahead,  and  examine  her  with  refer- 
ence to  these  checks. 

The  Chairman:  1  understand  there  is  no  question  about  those. 
It  is  conceded  they  were  used  for  campaign  purposes. 

Air.  Ingalls:  That  was  the  purpose,  to  note  the  appearance  of 
the  stubs,  and  see  whether  the  check  was  given  for  a  different 
purpose.  • 

The  Chairman:     That  was  not  my  purpose. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  And  to  examine  her.  to  see  whether  she  selected 
all  the  checks  pertaining  to  the  campaign. 

Senator  Husting:  I  desire  to  make  a  motion.  I  understand 
there  is  no  motion  before  the  committee? 

The  Chairman:     There  is  none. 

Senator  Husting:  I  move  the  witness  be  required  to  produce 
the  stub  books  now  before  the  committee,  primarily  and  only  for 
the  purpose  of  examination  by  each  and  any  member  of  this  com- 
mittee, with  the  privilege  that  each  and  any  member  may  examine 
in  regard  to  any.  stub  between  the  dates  of  June  20th  and  the  last 
date  of  any  statement  before  this  committee  in  regard  to  the 
Stephenson  campaign  ;  and  then  those  parts  to  be  introduced  as 
exhibits  in  so  far  as  they  have  been  connected  with  the  campaign 
by  any  testimony  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  You  might  as  well  make  a  motion  that  the  stub 
hooks  be  considered  in  evidence. 

Senator  Husting:  Xo,  as  a  private  matter  before  the  commit- 
tee, until  formally  introduced  in  evidence. 

The  Chairman  :  Then  allow  each  stub  to  be  introduced  as  a 
separate  exhibit  ? 

Senator  Husting :     No  member  to  look  back  of  June  20th. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  would  amend  that  motion  by  moving  that  we 
proceed  with  the  examination. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  second  the  amendment. 

Motion  of  Senator  Husting  read  by  the  stenographer. 

Senator  Husting:  I  will  add:  "Each  and  any  member  being 
at  liberty  to  examine  the  witness  in  regard  thereto  without  dis- 
closing the  name  to  whom  the  :  tub  appears  to  be  made." 

.Motion  read  as  amended. 
68 
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Mr.   Bray:     I  understand  the  meaning  of  your  motion  to  be 
that  the  examination  shall  be  by  number,  or  in  such  such  way,  and 
the  name  not  disclosed  ? 
Senator  Husting :     Yes. 

Mr.  Bray:  And  the  parts  of  the  stub  book  to  be  introduced 
are  only  those  parts  which  show  some  connection — that  show  that 
the  money  was  used  in  some  connection  with  Senator  Stephenson's 
campaign. 

Senator  Husting :     Yes. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  Couldn't  that  be  modified  by  reading  it  into 
the  record,  instead  of  making  it  as  an  exhibit.  I  would  be  in 
favor  of  his  motion  if  it  would  leave  that  out.  It  can  be  read  into 
the  record,  and  made  part  of  the  record,  without  being  left  as  an 
exhibit. 

The  Chairman:  T  think  that  would  be  satisfactory.  There  is 
no  "question  of  handwriting  involved,  so  T  think  that  would  be  sat- 
isfactory. 

Mr.  Brav:  It  could  be  read  into  the  record.  Would  that  be 
public,  reading  it  into  the  record? 

Senator  Husting:  After  they  are  formally  introduced  as  ex- 
hibits, if  they  are  connected. 

Senator  Morris:  Do  yon  limit  that  to  the  examination  up  to 
date?  Supposing  some  testimony  should  come  in  later  on,  con- 
necting some  of  these  people  who  have  received  checks  with  this 
campaign  ? 

Senator  Husting:  As  I  understand  Mr.  Hyzer's  statement  it 
was  that  he  would  hold  them  in  readiness  to  be  produced  at  any 
time. 

Air.  Hyzer:      (to  Senator  Husting)    T  didn't  catch  that. 
Senator  Husting:     Senator  Morris's  question  is  as  to  whether 
we  could  subsequently  get  it  into  the  record  in  case  we  should 
subsequently  connect  it  with  the  campaign  : 
Mry  Hyzer :     Certainly. 

Air.  Bray:  Do  you  mean  after  today,  after  the  witness  is  ex- 
cused? 

Senator  Husting :     Yes. 
Mr.  Hyzer  :     Why,  yes. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     It  seems  to  me  a  motion  of  that  kind  would  in- 
volve various  things  here.     I  think  the  better  way  is  to  proceed 
with  the  examination  and  let  this  come  up  in  its  regular  order'. 
The  Chairman  :     This,  I  understand,  is  a  part  of  the  examina- 
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lion  of  this  witness;  that  is,  the  procedure  in  the  examination  of 
this  witness.  Senator  Hoisting's  motion  is  as  to  how  we  shall  pro- 
ceed with  the  testimony  now. 

Mr.  Bray:  Would  there  be  any  objection  Mr.  Ilyzer,  to  going- 
ahead  under  that  understanding? 

Air.  Hyzer:  There  would  be  objection  to  these  check  books 
being  left  here  with  the  committee  as  exhibits. 

Mr.  Bray  :  It  is  only  that  part  which  we  discover  has  any  rela- 
tion to  the  campaign,  which  is  to  be  read  in  as  an  exhibit. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Neither  are  these  check  books  to  be  submitted 
here  to  be  examined  by  other  people.  Now,  I  cannot  do  that  gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr.  Ingalls :     Let  me  make  this  motion  : 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Pardon  me,  Mr.  Ingalls.  It  does  seem  to  me  that 
the  fair  way  to  handle  this  matter — and  I  take  it  everybody  wants 
to  be  fair  towards  personal  matters  and  private  matters — is  to  de- 
termine the  materiality  of  any  piece  of  evidence  in  these  check 
book  stubs,  and  therefore  its  competency,  by  the  committee  in 
executive  session.  That  is  what  a  court  does.  Then,  if  you  find 
anything  in  any  way  connected  or  material,  or  that  may  be  so, 
bring  the  witness  here  and  publicly  examine  with  reference  to  it. 

Senator  Hnsting:     That  is  the  substance  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  If  yon  so  understand  it.  I  don't  know  quite  the 
scope  of  it.  I  was  going  to  ask  you  whether  the  scope  of  it  meant 
that  it  should  be  produced  here  for  examination. 

Senator  Husting:     Yes.  for  examination  by  the  committee  only. 

Senator  Morris  :  The  committee  cannot  examine  them  unless 
they  are  left  with  the  committee. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  They  can  examine  them  here,  of  course.  I  was 
speaking  of  leaving  them  indefinitely.  I  may  place  undue  im- 
portance upon  this,  but  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  any  lawyer 
would  be  embarrassed  in  the  position  in  which  we  are  placed. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  In  other  words,  you  are  willing  to  leave  these 
hooks  here  for  the  committee's  use  during  our  sittings:  and  when 
we  rise  yon  want  the  books  back;  and  what  is  material  read  into 
the  evidence. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Yes. 

Senator  Husting:  We  haven't  got  the  time,  and  we  do  not  want 
to  waste  the  time  during  the  hearing,  to  examine  check  books,  and 
then  be  foreclosed  when  we  are  at  liberty  to  make  that  examina- 
tion. 
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Senator  Morris:     Suppose  we  want  to  work  evenings? 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  couldn't  have  any  objection  to  that,  gentlemen. 
That  would  be  foolish. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  Only  for  the  committee,  you  understand ;  not 
for  outsiders. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     I  think  you  fully  appreciate  our  position  here. 

The  Chairman  :  Senator  Husting  has  a  motion,  which  has  been 
seconded,  and  read  twice.  Are  you  ready  for  the  question? 
Those  of  you  who  favor  this  motion  will,  as  your  name  is  called, 
answer  "Aye";  those  opposed  answer  "No." 

The  Clerk :     Marsh  ? 

Senator  Marsh :     Aye. 

The  Clerk  :     Morris  ? 

Senator  Morris :     Aye. 

The  Clerk:     Husting? 

Senator  Husting :     Aye. 

The  Clerk :     Bray  ? 

Mr.  Bray:  The  motion  is  a  long-drawn  out,  double  jointed 
one.  but  if  I  understand  it  I  vote  "Aye." 

The  Clerk :     Ingalls  ? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Aye. 

The  Clerk:     Hambrecht? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     Aye. 

The  Clerk  :     Whitman  ? 

Mr.  Whitman  :  Well,  I  don't  know,  but  I  vote  "Aye,"  I  sup- 
pose it  is. 

The  Clerk:     Chappie? 

Mr.  Chappie :     Aye. 

The  Chairman.     The  motion  is  carried. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  added  a  modification,  which  Mr.  Husting 
has  accepted,  that  it  can  be  read  into  the  record,  without  being 
marked.     This  is  part  of  the  motion.     That  is  why  I  voted  for  it. 

Before  the  examination  continues,  and  in  order  to  call  Senator 
Husting's  mind  to  what  Senator  Stephenson  actually  said  with 
reference  to  the  number  of  books  he  had,' and  so  that  there  will 
not  be  a  wrong  impression  left,  I  read  from  page  62 : 

"Senator  Morris : 

"0.  How  many  different  check  books  did  you  use  during  the 
campaign  ? 

"A.  I  think  about  two ;  one  on  our  own  bank,  and  one  on  the 
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Corn  Exchange  Bank;  I  am  not  sure  whether  I  got  any  on  Mar- 
shall &  Ilsley  or  not." 

Senator  Husting:  I  didn't  mention  Air.  Stephenson.  I  men- 
tioned Mr.  Upham. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  beg  your  pardon.  It  was  Mr.  Stephenson 
I  had  in  mind.  It  is  Mr.  Stephenson's  check  books  that  you  are 
examining,  and  he  said  he  had  two. 

Senator  Husting:  It  was  Mr.  Upham  who  said  he  examined 
his  books. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Q.  You  have  here  with  yon,  Miss  Stringham,  two  stub  check 
books,  have  you? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  One  on  the  Stephenson  National  Bank  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  one  on  the  Corn  Exchange  Bank? 
A.  Corn  Exchange  National  Bank. 

Q.  And  have  you  any  other  stub  check  books  with  you  ? 
A.  Those  are  the  only  books  I  have;  check  books  on  those  two 
banks. 

O.  Were  those  the  only  ones  that  were  used  by  Senator  Steph- 
enson during  the  period  from  June  to  November,  inclusive,  1908? 
A.  Yes,  that  period  is  included  in  both  these  books. 
Q.  That  is,  there  were  no  other  check  books  used,  except  those 
two,  during  that  period  ? 
A.  No. 

O.  By  Senator  Stephenson? 
A.  No. 

Q.  He  did  draw  some  checks  on  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank, 
did  he? 

A.  Yes,  but  he  took  other  stubs,  or  other  checks,  and  altered 
them. 

Q.  Did  those  checks  which  he  drew  on  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
Bank — were  they  drawn  from  these  two  books  of  which  you 
have  the  stubs  here? 

A.  Well,  I  think  that  two  of  them  were.  I  am  not  positive 
about  that.  I  think  one  of  them  was  drawn  on  a  blank  check 
from  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank ;  but  those  checks  were  not  re- 
turned to  me,  so  that  I  am  not  positive  about  that. 

Q.  Well,  those  checks  that  he  did  draw  on  the  Marshall  & 
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[lsley  Bank,  taking  blanks  from  these  two  books  that  you  have 
here,  are  the  stubs  filled  out  in  those  two  instances? 

A.  No,  those  don't  show  on  the  check  books;  they  were  just 
loose  checks. 

Q.  Then  you  have  nothing-  here  with  you  in  the  way  of  stubs 
to  checks  drawn  by  Senator  Stephenson  on  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
Bank? 

A.  No. 

Q.  And  there  are  no  such   stubs  in  existence,  so   far  as  you 

know  ? 

A.  No. 

O.  And  do  you  know  how  many  checks  were  drawn  by  Sena- 
tor's tephenson  on  the  Marshall  &  [lsley  Bank  during  the  period 
1  have  mentioned? 

\.   There  were  three. 

Q.  And  only  three? 

A.  That  is  all.  There  are  $50,000  in  the  bank,  and  he  drew 
three  checks  on  it. 

O.  Those  three  cheeks  amounting  to  $50,000  were  the  only 
cheeks  drawn  by  Senator  Stephenson  on  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
Hank  during  the  months   1  have  mentioned? 

A.   As  far  as  I  know. 

(.).  And  you  have  charge  of  all  of  the  books  of  that  kind  in 
the  office  of  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  draw  the  cheeks  yourself,  usually,  and  Senator 
Stephenson  sign  them,  or  did  he  draw  them? 

A.  I  always  draw  the  checks,  unless  1  happen  to  be  out  of 
town,  and  then  he  calls  on  his  son,  or  someone  in  the  office. 

Q.  You  are  familiar,  are  you  not,  with  the  checks  that  were 
produced  here  by  Senator  Stephenson  on  his  examination? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  helped  select  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

< ).  And  in  all  those  instances  were  those  drawn  by  you? 

A.  I  think  not  all  of  them.  If  I  remember  rightly  I  think 
there  were  some  that  were  drawn  when  I  was  away  on  my  vaca- 
tion in  the  latter  part  of  August.  I  was  away  the  last  three 
weeks  in  August. 

Mr.  Ilvzer:  I  think  on  such  a  question  as  that  she  ought  to 
have  the  checks  before  her. 
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(Checks  shown  witness. ) 

(Witness  examines  cheeks.  ) 

O.  Do  yon  find  how  man)-  of  them  were  drawn  by  yon? 

A.  Well,  there  were  five  that  were  drawn  by  someone  else.  I 
drew  the  rest  of  them.     I  didn't  count  them. 

A.  And  those  five  are  on  what  bank? 

A.  Well,  there  was  one — there  were  four  on  the  Corn  Ex- 
change and  one  on  the  Stephenson. 

O.  And  how  many  of  them  were  drawn  on  the  Corn  Exchange 
altogether,  by  yon  and  others? 

A.  Well,  f  didn't  draw  any  of  those  (indicating).  Here  is 
some  on  the  Corn  Exchange  that  I  did  draw. 

O.  Never  mind  the  number  now,  then.  Do  you  know  in  whose 
handwriting  these  are  that  you  did  not  draw  ? 

A.  This  (indicating)  is  Mr.  Patrick's;  and  that  (indicating) 
is  Mr.  Patrick's.  These  two  (indicating)  were  drawn  in  Mil- 
waukee, when  Senator  Stephenson  was  in  Milwaukee.  I  don't 
know  who  drew  those. 

Mr.   [ngalls:      (to  the  chairman)   Eet  her  give  the  number. 

Q.  It  is  suggested  that  you  give  the  number,  or  some  descrip- 
tion of  those  that  were  drawn  by  someone  else;  or  the  date,  or 
something? 

A.  August  31st,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  two  thousand  dollars. 

(  ).   That  was  drawn  by  whom? 

A.  That  was  Mr.  Patrick. 

O.  Who  is  Mr.  Patrick?. 

A.  He  is  Senator  Stephenson's  chief  clerk  in  Washington;  and 
during  the  summer  he  was  in  Marinette. 

Q.  In  Senator  Stephenson's  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  August  21th,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  ten  thousand  dol- 
lars. That  is  Mr.  Patrick's.  August — well,  it  is  cut  out  there; 
it  i^  cither  "20"  or  "21,"  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  fifteen  thousand.  I 
don't  know  who  wrote  that  check.  That  was  made  out  in  Mil- 
waukee. This  one  (indicating)  was  too,  August  27th,  Rodney 
Sackett,  five  thousand. 

Q.  That  was  also  made  out  in  Milwaukee? 

A.  Yes,  as  1  understood  it.  Mr.  Stephenson  was  out  of  the 
city  at  that  time.  I  think  it  was  made  out  in  Milwaukee.  No 
one  in  the  office. 

Q.  And  the  rest  of  them  were  drawn  by  you,  were  they? 

A.  I  drew  all  these  (indicating).   Then  here  is  another  one,  on 
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the  Stephenson  National,  on  the   17th  of  August;   Mr.   Patrick- 
drew  a  check  for  H.  L.  Peterson,  $150. 

O.  Some  of  these  have  marked  upon  them  "Special."  Do  you 
know  what  that  indicated? 

A.  Why,  Senator  Stephenson  had  two  accounts  in  the  Corn 
Exchange;  one  was  an  active  account,  perhaps  five  or  six  or 
seven  thousand  dollars,  which  he  checked  against  right  along, 
and  the  "special'  account  was  the  larger  amount,  that  was  draw- 
ing interest,  and  he  only  checked  out  large  amounts  from  that. 

Q.  And  were  all  of  these  checks  on  the  Corn  Exchange  Bank 
drawn  on  this  "special"  account? 

A.  It  shows  on  the  check  ;  because  I  had  to  keep  it  separate  on 
my  check  book  in  order  to  balance  my  books. 

(  ).  Will  you  just  state  those  which  were  drawn  upon  the 
special  account,  and  separately  state  those  which  were  drawn 
upon  his  general  account  in  the  Corn  Exchange  Bank? 

(  Witness  asks  for  check  book  from  Mr.  Hyzer.) 

(J.  You  cannot  determine  these  without  referring  to  the  stub 
book  ? 

A.  I  could,  but  Mr.  Patrick  drew  a  cheek  for  $2,000,  and  he 
didn't  understand  about  the  "special"  account.  I  think  he  drew 
that  from  the  active  account.  (  Examine  stub  book):  Yes,  he 
did. 

O.  Now,  first  give  those  that  are  drawn  on  the  "special"  ac- 
count. 

A.  "I.  A.  Van  Cleve,  thirteen  thousand  five  hundred  dollars." 

Mr.  Black:     O.  What  date? 

A.  September  3rd.  August  24th,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve  ten  thous- 
and dollars.  August  27th,  Rodney  Sackett,  five  thousand  dol- 
lars. August  20th — I  think  it  is  20th  ;  the  date  is  cut  out  by  the 
perforation — J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  fifteen  thousand. 

Q.  Those  were  drawn  on  the  special  account  ? 

A.  The  special  account. 

O.  And  just  read  those  now  that  were  drawn  on  the  general 
account  on  the  Corn  Exchange  Bank? 

A.  August  31st,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  two  thousand;  August  8th, 
John  A.  McLean,  twenty  dollars;  October  29th,  Walter  Alex- 
ander, five  hundred  and  eighty-eight  dollars  and  thirty  cents; 
November  7th,  J.  W.  Howie,  one  hundred  dollars. 

O.  You  drew  those.  Some  of  them  are  drawn  on  the  general 
account,  and  some  on  the  special  account,  are  they? 
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A.  Yes;  the  larger  checks  arc  drawn  on  the  special  account; 
but  the  ordinary  business  checks,  and  smaller  checks,  I  drew  on 
the  active  account. 

Q.  And  the  same  check  hook  was  used  for  both  of  those  ac- 
counts, was  it  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  the  only  way  the  bank  had  of  knowing  which  account 
to  charge  it  to  was  by  the  word  "special"  being  written  upon  it? 
A.  I  wrote  it  on  the  check,  and  on  the  stub.  Those  in  Mil- 
waukee, they  didn't  understand  about  it,  but  it  was  drawn  from 
the  special  account.  He  didn't  have  that  much  in  his  active  ac- 
count. 

O.  Well,  then,  the  Corn  Exchange  Hank  must  have  determined 
that  for  themselves  ? 

A.  They  would  have  to,  because  there  wasn't  that  amount  in 
there  to  the  active  account. 

O.  Now,  in  the  Stephenson  National  Bank  did  Senator  Steph- 
ens m  have  two  accounts,  or  only  one. 
A.  One. 

Q.  Did  he,  or  any  concern  with  which  he  was  connected,  have 
another  account  there  in  the  Stephenson  National  Bank? 

A.  He  is  connected  with  so  many  concerns,  and  they  all  have 
accounts  there. 

Q.  Then  you  would  answer  that  "Yes?" 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  Did    you    have    charge    of   those,    or    any   of    those   check 
books — that  is,   the   check  books  of  the   concerns   that   Senator 
Stephenson  is  connected  with  that  had  an  account  in  the  Stephen- 
son National  Bank? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Are  these  the  only  check  books  that  you  had  anything  to  do 
with? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  that  Senator  Stephenson  had  anything  to  do  with  in 
connection  with  the  Stephenson  National  Bank? 
A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  You  assisted  somebody  in  selecting  these  checks  here  which 
have  been  produced  as  expense  cheeks  of  Senator  Stephenson  in 
the  campaign,  did  you? 
A.  Yes.     Mr.  Upham— 
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O.  (interrupting)  You  and  Mr.  Upham  went  through  those 
checks  and  made  these  selections  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  When  you  drew  these  checks. —  When  you  would  draw- 
checks  during  these  months  of  July,  August,  September  and 
October,  did  you  know  each  time  whether  those  were  being- 
drawn  for  campaign  purposes  or  for  some  other  purpose,  or  did 
Senator  Stephenson  simply  direct  you  to  draw  checks,  draw  a 
check  for  a  certain  amount  to  a  certain  person,  without  inform- 
ing you  as  to  the  purpose? 

A.  Why,  he  always  told  me,  because  he  wanted  an  exact  ac- 
count kept  of  everything  that  was  drawn  for  campaign  purposes. 

O.  That  is,  each  time  he  told  you,  whenever  you  drew  a  check, 
what  it  was  for,  did  he  ? 

A.  Anything  connected  with  the  campaign. 

Q.  Anything  that  was  not  connected  with  the  campaign  he 
didn't ;  is  that  true  ? 

A.  Well.  1  almost  always  knew  what  it  was;  his  personal 
affairs. 

Q.  Whenever  von  drew  a  check  during  those  months  did  you 
always  know  the  general  purpose  in  some  way,  either  from  his 
telling  you  or  any  other  source?  Did  you  always  know  the  gen- 
eral purpose  for  which  that  check  was  drawn? 

A.  Why,  I  think  so.  I  can  identity  nearly  every  check  there, 
I  think. 

O.  That  is,  he  never  instructed  you  to  draw  a  check  without 
your  knowing  what  the  general  purpose  of  that  check  was? 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  any. 

Q.  When  did  you  make  this  selection  of  these  checks  which 
were  for  campaign  purposes ;  about  how  long  ago  ? 

A.  Oh,  I  don't  know;  about  three  or  four  weeks  ago;  perhaps 
longer;  I  don't  remember.  1  don't  remember  exactly  when  it 
was. 

Q.   It  was  about  that  length  of  time,  was  it? 

A.  Yes,  or  might  have  been  longer  ago.  I  don't  recall  just 
when  it  was. 

Q.  Well,  I  think  that  is  about  the  time  Mr.  Upham  says  it  was. 
Senator  Stephenson  was  not  present  when  you  made  this  selec- 
tion? 

A.  No. 

O.  And  so  far  as  you  know  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  making 
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the  selection,  determining  which  clucks  you  should  pick  out  for 
producing  here  ? 

A.    None  at  all.      I   was  instructed  to  select  them. 

0.  By  whom  ? 

A.  Well,  1  think  that  Senator  Stephenson  telephoned  from 
Milwaukee  and  asked  me  to  select  them — or  he  didn't  telephone 
directly  to  me. 

Q.  When  you  came  to  select  these  checks  which  were  for 
campaign  purposes  did  you  have  anything  to  aid  you  in  deter- 
mining which  were  used  for  campaign  purposes  and  which  were 
not,  except  from  memory? 

A.  In  some  cases  I  had  the  stubs,  hut  where  I  checked  out 
thse  large  amounts  I  remembered  very  distinctly  what  they  were 
for.     I  didn't  make  any  notation. 

Q.  In  some  instances  in  connection  with  these  checks  pro- 
duced here  the  stub  shows  the  purpose  of  the  check,  doesn't  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  in  some  instances  the  stub  does  not  show;  isn't  that 
true? 

A.  1  think,  as  I  said,  these  large  amounts  I  didn't  put  down 
any  memorandum  on  the  stub.  They  were  simply  turned  over 
i"(  >r  campaign  purposes. 

Q.  I  think  you  said  that  you  kept  track  of  this  because  Sena- 
tor Stephenson  wanted  an  accurate  account  kept  of  the  campaign 
expenses  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  an  accurate  account  of  the  campaign  ex- 
penses ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  ability. 

Q.  Where  is  that  account  now  ? 

A.   It  just  shows  in  the  stub  book,  and  in  my  account  book. 

Q.  And  those  stub  books — you  say  that  the  stubs,  some  of 
them,  do  not  specify  whether  it  was  campaign  purposes  or  not? 

A.   I  said  these  large  amounts. 

O.  Did  you  keep  any  account  in  any  other  way  than  by  noting 
on  some  of  the  stubs,  what  the  purpose  of  it  was? 

A.  I  entered  it  in  my  account  book  afterwards;  memorandum 
account   book. 

O.  And  that  showed  whether  it  was  campaign  purposes  or  not, 
did  it  ? 

\.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  And  where  is  that  book? 

A.   I  think  it  is  here. 

Mr.  Black:     That  is  here. 

The  Chairman  :     May  we  see  it  ? 

(to  witness)  Will  you  produce  the  account  book? 

Mr.  Hyzer :  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  that  here,  and  as  it  con- 
tain's  matter  similar  to  the  stub  book,  check  stubs,  I  would  like  to 
produce  it  in  accordance  with  Senator  Husting's  motion,  and 
limit  it  thereby.     I  would  like  the  record  to  show  that  it  is  so. 

The  Chairman :  Do  I  understand  that  when  I  am  questioning 
this  witness  you  don't  want  me  to  look  at  this  book  so  that  I  can 
examine  him  intelligently? 

Mr.  Hyzer:     O,  no. 

The  Chairman  :     You  are  willing  that  I  should  ? 

Mr.  Hyzer :  I  think  Senator  Husting's  motion  covers  that 
whole  subject,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman :  I  understood  the  motion,  but  your  ultimatum 
limited  the  motion,  that  is,  that  you  wouldn't  produce  it  except 
under  certain  conditions.  What  I  was  getting  at  was,  whether 
your  limitations  went  further  than  Senator  Husting's  motion. 

Mr.  Hyzer :  What  I  said  was  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  mo- 
tion, and  the  matter  hasn't  come  up  yet  with  reference  to  the 
checks,  since  the  adoption  of  the  motion. 

The  Chairman :  Then  I  think  there  is  no  intention  at  the  pres- 
ent time  to  offer  the  book,  but  simply  to  refer  to  items  on  the 
book? 

Mr.  Whitman :     From  her  or  you. 

The  Chairman :  I  want  to  look  at  it  when  I  examine  the  wit- 
ness. 

Mr.  Hyzer  :  Won't  you  kindly  read  that  motion,  Mr.  Welch  ? 
I  don't  think  it  is  ambiguous. 

The  Chairman :  I  don't  care  to  take  the  time  to  read  that  now 
if  you  will  let  me  take  the  book  while  I  examine  the  witness. 

Mr.  Hyzer :  I  would  like  to  produce  the  book  so  that  is  is  here 
under  the  same  circumstances  and  with  the  same  limitations  that 
the  checks  will  be  produced  in  accordance  with  Senator  Husting's 
motion,  and  with  that  understanding  the  book  is  produced. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  turn  to  this  account  that  you  kept  (book 
handed  to  the  witness).  Now,  are  all  of  these  items  on  pages  63 
to  75,  inclusive 
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A.  Pardon  me,  that  isn't  the  number,  this  is  66 


O.  63  to  66,  inclusive,  do  those  relate  to  the  Stephenson  sena- 
torial campaign  ? 

A.  Well,  that  and  there  are  other  private  expenditures.  It  isn't 
separate. 

O.  Now,  will  you  just  refer  to  the  first  item  that  refers  to  the 
campaign  expenses? 

A.  Well,  of  course  it  would  be  down  here  beginning  in  June. 
'■May  14,  H.  L.  Ekern,  $1,000."  There  is  the  firsrone,  "June  28, 
J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  $2,000." 

O.  "June  28th,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  $2,000." 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  first  item  or  memorandum  that  you  made  on  the 
book  of  campaign  expenses  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  is  there  anything  there  to  indicate  that  that  is  campaign 
expenses  except  as  the  name  J.  A.  Van  Cleve  might  suggest  that 
to  you  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  that  is  on  this  account  or  not.  (Re- 
ferring to  stub  of  check  book.)     No. 

O.  You  answer  no? 

A.  No. 

0.  So  there  is  nothing  on  the  book  which  you  kept  of  these 
campaign  expenses  to  indicate  whether  or  not  that  was  campaign 
expense  except  so  far  as  the  name  indicates  to  you  ? 

A.  No. 

O.  And  that's  true  of  this  stub  book  from  which  that  check  was 
drawn  ? 

A.  That  is  true  of  that  one. 

0.  Now,  the  next  item. 

A.  "July  8th,  to  J.  H.  Puelicher,  canvass,"  check  on  Marshall 
&  Ilsley  Bank,  $10,000. 

Q.  Well,  now  in  that  item  the  word  "canvass"  might  indicate 
to  you  that  that  referred  to  the  campaign? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  Is  there  anything  else  on  the  book  or  on  the  stub  in  connec- 
tion with  that  check  to  indicate  that  it  is  for  campaign  purposes? 

A.  Well,  that  was  what  was  written  on  a  loose  check  on  that 
special  account  here,  the  money  he  had  in  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley 
Bank.     T  had  no  check  book  for  that. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  else  that  you  have  a  record  of  there  except 
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the  word  "canvass"  which  indicated  that  it  was  for  the  campaign? 
A.  No. 

Q.  The  next  account  ? 

A.  Is  "July  1 8th,  E.  A.  Edmonds,  canvass,  $5,000." 
Q.  And  that  is  the  same,  the  word  "canvass"'  indicates  that? 
A.  That  is  the  same. 
Q.  Is  there  any  stub  for  that  check? 

A.  Yes.  it  was  written  on  the  Stephenson  National  Bank.     1 
didn't  make  a  notation  of  that,  because  I  knew  what  it  was. 

Q    There  is  nothing  on  the  stub  to  indicate  that  it  was  for  cam- 
paign purposes? 
A.  No. 

O.  The  next  item  ? 

A.  July  18th,  for  the  Eagle  Printing  Company,  canvass,  some 
papers  or  cards  he  had  printed,  $ifi. 

Q.  Just  read  the  item  as  it  is  on  the  book  there? 
A.  "July  1 8th,  To  Eagle  Printing  Company,  canvass,  papers., 
$16." 

Q.  Now,  is  there  a  stub  for  that  check? 
A.  Yes,  there  must  be. 
O.  There  is,  you  say? 
A.  Yes,  there  is. 

0.  And  does  that  state  on  the  stub  what  it  is  for? 
A.  No. 

O.  The  next  item  ? 

A.  "July  30th,  J.  H.  Puelicher,  canvass.  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank, 
$10,000." 

0.  See  if  there  is  a  stub  for  that? 

A.  No,  that  is  another  one  that  was  written  on  a  loose  check. 
There  is  not  stub  for  that.     The  next  is  "August  8th.  John  A. 
McLean.  Green  Bay,  canvass,  $20.'' 
O.  Any  stub  for  that  ? 

A.   T  said  "for  services."     That  is,  for  nomination  papers. 

O.  The  stub  reads  "for  services."  does  it? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  is  the  number  of  that  while  you  have  it  there? 

A.  The  number  of  the  check?1 

Q.  The  number  of  the  check,  yes. 

A.  Number  687. 

O.  The  next  item  ? 
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A.  The  next  is  ''August  20th,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  special  ac- 
count in  the  Corn  Exchange,  canvass,  $15,000." 

Q,  J nst  see  if  you  have  a  stuh  for  it  now? 

A.  That  is  the  one  that  was  given  in  Milwaukee,  I  think.  I 
think  this  August  20th  was  given  in  .Milwaukee. 

Mr.  Bray:  Yon  said  that  the  stamp  had  gone  through  it. 
Mere  it  is.      (  I  landed  witness.) 

A.  Yes,  $15,000.  That  was  some  loose  checks  that  Mr.  Steph- 
enson had. 

Q.  There  is  no  stub  for  that? 

A.  No.  "August  24th,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  special  account  on 
the  Corn  Exchange,  for  canvass,  $10,000." 

Q.   Does  it  state  on  the  stub  what  it  was  for? 

A.  No.  "August  27th,  Rodney  Sackett,  on  special  account  of 
Corn  Exchange,  for  the  canvass,  $5,000." 

Q.  That  doesn't  read  "for  the  canvass."  It  says  "canvass," 
doesn't  it  ? 

A.  "Canvass"  yes.     "August  31st,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  $2,000." 

O.  That  is  dittoed  "canvass,"  isn't  it? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  does  it  state  on  the  stub? 

A.  Yes.     It  wasn't  on  the  special  account,  you  see. 

O.  Just  state  each  time  whether  it  appears  on  the  stub,  and  if 
so,  what  it  was  for? 

A.  It  does  not.  "August  7th,  J.  11.  Puelicher,  canvass,  Mar- 
shall &  Ilsley  Bank,  $30,000." 

Q.  Stub? 

A.  Loose  check.  "Cash,  Fred  Hutchinson,  canvass,  paid  out 
to  X.  Ludington  &  Company.  $25." 

O.  Stub? 

A.  No,  that  was  paid  out  of  the  company's  books  for  con- 
venience. Fred  Hutchinson  is  a  man  who  worked  for  the  N. 
Ludington  Company,  and  he  was  paid  by  the  company  and  then 
charged  up  to  Mr.  Stephenson's  account. 

Q.   Well,  there  isn't  any  check  here  for-that  item  then? 

A.  No  check,  no.  It  doesn't  show  on  my  book,  only  that  I  got 
it  from  the  company. 

Q.  It  is  entered  on  this  statement  which  accompanied  these 
checks  ? 

A.   Yes,  that  is  what  I  understood. 
X).   Do  you  know  what  that  was  for? 
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A.  No.  I  don't.  I  think  it  is  distributing — I  don't  really 
know.  "September  3rd,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve.  special  account,  Corn 
Exchange,  canvass,  $13,500."  The  next  check  is  "H.  Stronach, 
$2C>."     That  is  for  the  canvass. 

O.  Any  stub  ? 

A.  Yes.  It  doesn't  tell  on  the  stub.  He  circulated  nomina- 
tion papers.  "September  14th,  A.  IT.  Settersten,  canvass, 
$26.10."  There  is  nothing  on  the  stub.  "Expense  account  of 
D.  J.  McAllister,  for  canvass,"  paid  through  the  N.  Ludington 
Company  which  employes  him,  $110.50.  That  was  reported  to 
me  by  the  company.  "October  10th,  J.  H.  Puelicher,  balance  of 
account  for  the  canvass,  $3,700."     Shows  what  it  was  for. 

Q.  What  does  it  state  on  the  stub?     Just  read  what  it  states. 

A.  Balance,  Milwaukee  county,  in  making  out  the  statements. 

Q.  Just  read  what  it  says  there. 

A.  "Balance.  Milwaukee  county,  for  statement."  "October 
20th.  Walter  Alexander,  hills  paid  by  him  in  canvass,  $588.30." 

Q.  Does  it  show  on  the  stub  what  it  was  for — if  so,  read  it? 

A.  "Bills  paid  by  him."  "November  7th,  J.  Earl  Morgan, 
canvass,  $2,550." 

0.  Doe-  it  show  mi  the  stub? 

A.  No  notation  on  the  stub.  "November  7th,  J.  W.  Howey, 
canvass,  $100."  No  notation  on  the  stub.  "November  20th, 
J.  IT.  Puelicher,  canvass,  $200." 

O.  Did  you  get  the  stub" 

A.   Yes. 

Q.  Read  it. 

A.  "For  E.  II.  Stevens,  Lancaster,  canvass,  $200." 

O.  Does  that  appear  on  this  Exhibit  1  ? 

A.  This  one   (indicating). 

Q.  Now,  just  what  did  you  get  from  that? 

A.  "To  J.  H.  Puelicher.  for  L.  H.  Stevens,  Lancaster." 

Q.  "Canvass?" 

A.  "Canvass,"  yes. 

Q.  The  amount  of  it? 

A.  $200. 

Q.  And  the  number  of  that? 

A.  5310. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  was  done  with  that  check? 

A.  Well.  I  sent  it  to  Mr.  Puelicher. 

O.  That  is  all  vou  know  about  it? 
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A.  That  is  all  I  know  about  it.  November  38th  T  gave  Mr. 
Van  Cleve  a  cluck,  I  don't  know  which  bank  it  is  on.  "Novem- 
ber 28th,  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  $71.35,  for  Charles  If.  Ross." 

Q.  "Canvass?" 

A.  Yes,  it  was  for  the  canvass,  but  that  says  "at  Cavour." 
That  is  where  he  lives. 

(J.  Do  ven  know  where  that  went  to,  whether  it  was  sent  to 
Mr.  Ross  or  to — 

A.    No,  it  was  to  Mr.  Van  Cleve. 

Q.   What  was  this  item  of  September  30th  on  the  book? 

A.  Well,  that's  a  private  matter,  that's  Air.  Brown.  It  is  in 
connection  with  the  Smith,  Thorndike  &  Brown  Company  of 
Milwaukee. 

Q.  That  is,  this  Brown  there  is  of  the  firm  of  Smith,  Thorn- 
dike  &  Brown? 

A.   Yes,  that's  private  business. 

Q.  Of  Milwaukee? 

A.  Well,  he  was  one  of  the  stockholders.  Mr.  Brown  was 
Mr.  Stephenson's  son-in-law.  This  has  nothing  to  do  whatever 
with  politics. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  move,  then,  that  it  be  stricken  from  the 
record,  Mir.  Chairman: 

The  Chairman :  I  am  willing  it  should  be  stricken  out,  unless 
some  other  member  of  the  committee  wishes  to  examine  further, 
I  consent  that  it  he  stricken  out. 

O.  This  book  from  which  you  have  been  reading  is  the  only 
account  that  you  kept  of  the  campaign  expenses  of  Senator 
Stephenson  ? 

A.  Well,  yes.  It  is  written  up  from  the  stub  books,  from  the 
check  hooks. 

Q.  In  nearly  all  these  instances  the  stub  doesn't  show  for  what 
purpose  the  check  was  issued,  whether  for  campaign  purposes 
or  what? 

A.  The  amount  is  so  large  usually  that  I  remember  it. 

Q.   1  am  asking  you  now  what  the  stubs  show. 
V   The  stub  doesn't  always  show  it. 

O.  In  the  majority  of  instances,  the  stub  doesn't  show  that  it 
was  for  campaign  purposes? 

A.  Only  in  smaller  amounts. 

O.  The  question  was  whether  or  not  there  wras  any  other 
accounts  in  book  form  or  in  any  other  form  than  this  book  from 
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which  you  have  been  reading  and  the  stub  hooks  that  you  have 
produced  here? 

A.    I  have  nothing'  else. 

Q.  This  book  you  kept  yourself,  did  you? 

A.  Yes. 

After  a  short  recess  : 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Mr.  Chairman;  in  order  to  further  refresh 
Senator  Husting's  memory  on  how  many  stub  books  there  were, 
I  call  his  attention  to  page  t20  of  the  record,  where  Mr.  Upham 
was  called,  and  the  question  was  asked:  "O.  Can  you  recall 
now  how  many  different  check  hooks  you  examined?  A.  Well, 
they  were  either  on  the  Corn  Exchange  Bank  or  on  the  Stephen- 
son National  Bank.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  check  book 
on  Marshall  &  llsley's  Bank.  1  cannot  recall  any  stubs;  but  we 
examined  the  check  books  of  the  Corn  Exchange  Bank  and  the 
Stephenson  National  I  Sank.  There  were  three  checks  there 
drawn  on  Marshall  &  llsley's.      I  don't  recall  any  stub  book." 

O.  Now  I  think  you  found  two  or  three  or  more  of  these 
checks  here  which  you  say  were  drawn  in  Milwaukee.  This 
check  that  1  show  you  here.  .August  20th,  to  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  for 
$15,000,  was  one  of  those,  was  it? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.   Do  you  know  who  drew  that  ? 

A.  I  do  not.  Senator  Stephenson  told  me  about  it  after  his 
return  so  that  I  could  fix  it  on  my  record. 

O.  Well,  that  seems  to  be  drawn  to  Mr.  J.  A.  Van  Cleve,  and 
it  seems  to  be  indorsed  by  him,  isn't  it? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  Now,  I  would  like  to  ask  Air.  Van  Cleve  if  he  knows  about 
that  $15,000  check  and  why  a  check  drawn  in  Milwaukee  was 
drawn  to  his  order  up  at  Afarinette  ? 

A.   Pardon  me,  it  wasn't  drawn  in  Marinette 

Q.  In  Milwaukee? 

A.  Yes. 


J.  A.  Van  Cleve  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

(Examined  by  the  Chairman.) 

0.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  that  check,  Air.  Van  Cleve? 

A.  All  I  remember  about  it  is  what  the  check  shows. 
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Miss  Stringham:     Senator  Stephenson  was  in  .Milwaukee. 

A.    I  hat,  I  presume,  was  the  reason. 

Q.    Do  you  mean  that  was  the  reason  it  was  drawn  to  you? 

A.  I  he  check  was  drawn  to  me  and  1  indorsed  it  over  to  the 
Marshal]  &  [lsley  Hank,  just  as  I  did  those  others. 

O.  J  low  did  it  come  into  your  possession — that's  a  $15,000 
check,  perhaps  large  enough  so  that  you  might  recall  it— how  did 
that  come  into  your  possession? 

A.  Well,  he  simply  drew  the  check  and  handed  it  to  me  and  1 
indorsed  it  over  to  the  Marshall  &  Ilsley  Hank. 

O.   Who  do  you  mean  by  he? 

A.   Air.  Stephenson. 

O.   lint  Miss  Stringham  say>  it  was  drawn  in  Milwaukee? 

A.  I  presume  likely  that's  so.  It  might  have  been  drawn  at  the 
Marshall  &  Ilsley  Bank. 

Miss  Stringham:  They  were  both  in  Milwaukee.  They  were 
in  Milwaukee  together. 

A.  I  don't  remember  about  that,  anything  more  than  that  tells 
the  whole  story,  the  check  itself. 

Q.  This  is  August  20th  or  25th — 20th.  and  Miss  Stringham 
suggests  that  you  were  both  in  Milwaukee,  you  and  Senator 
Stephenson,  at  that  time.     Can  you  tell  whether  you  were  or  not? 

A.  I  think  I  was  about  that  time.  1  don't  remember  the  dates 
exactly. 

Q.  Well,  can  you  tell  whether  this  $15,000  check  was  drawn  to 
you  there  and  given  to  you  in  Milwaukee? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  remember  absolutely,  but  as  I  say,  all  I  re- 
member is  just  exactly  what  the  check  shows,  that  it  was  drawn  to 
me,  and  I  endorsed  it  over  to  the  bank. 

Q.  You  haven't  any  recollection  whether  that  was  given  to  you 
in  Milwaukee  or  Marinette? 

A.   No,  sir,  I  haven't. 

Q.  Or  anything  connected  with  it? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.    Except  what  the  check  itself  shows? 

A.  That's  all. 

Senator  Husting:  Permit  me  to  refresh  Mr.  Hambrecht's 
memory.     Turn  to  page  425. 

Mr.  [ngalls  :     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order  here. 

Senator  Husting:     Tt  will  be  very  short: 
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"A.  I  think  on  the  Corn  Exchange  Bank — my  recollection  was 
there  -was  one.  And  on  the  Stephenson  National  Bank  it  seems 
as  though  there  were  two.     That  is  my  recollection  just  at  present. 

Q.  Had  those  books  been  fully  checked  out — used  up  ? 

A.  One  of  them  had.  I  think  there  were  two  on  the  Stephen- 
son National  Bank,  and  I  think  one  had  been  checked  out.  I  did 
not  pay  much  attention,  though.  1  might  be  mistaken  as  to  those 
things.     That  is  immaterial." 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     Three  wouldn't  be  five. 

Senator  Husting:     Well,  it  is  more  than  two. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     Three  is  nearer  two  than  five. 

Senator  Husting:     I  guess  mathematically  you  are  correct. 


Mary  F.  Stringham,  being  recalled,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  Chairman : 

O.  At  any  rate,  Miss  Stringham,  this  check  that  I  have  here' and 
t  have  been  speaking  of,  this  $15,000  check,  was  taken  from  a  dif- 
ferent check  book  than  this  other  one  of  $10,000  to  J.  A.  Van 
CI  eve  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  it  was  taken  from  the  same  check  book.  Senator 
Stephenson  often  carried  some  loose  checks  from  his  check  books 
in  his  pocket,  so  in  case  he  wanted  to  draw  some  checks  when  he 
was  out  of  the  city  he  could  do  so. 

O.  Then  there  must  be  a  place  here  in  this  stub  book  that  you 
produce  here  where  you  will  find  the  stub.'' 

A.  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  tearing  them  out  of  the  book. 
It  might  have  been  from  another  book.  He  carried  them  some- 
times. 

The  Chairman  :  Well,  I  find  that  there  is  in  the  back  part  of 
the  book  here  some  blank  stubs  that  are  not  filled  out,  and  the 
number  of  it  seems  to  correspond  with  that  check. 

Q.  Now,  have  you  with  you  the  other  checks  on  the  Corn  Ex- 
change Bank  which  were  taken  from  this  stub  book" 

A.  You  mean  other  than  those  that  I  selected? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  I  think  so. 
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O.  Well,  in  examining  these  stubs,    if    we    could    have    those 

cheeks  with  them  it  would  help  matters  some.  Have  you  those 
here  with  you,  Miss  Stringham,  those  vouchers? 

Mr.  Black  :  I  have  them  over  to  the  hotel.  I  haven't  them 
here. 

O.  As  I  understand  you,  you  brought  them  down  here  with  you, 
but  you  haven't  them  here? 

A.  I  haven't  them  here. 

Q.  Could  you  produce  them  so  that  we  could  examine  them  in 
connection  with  the  stubs  this  evening? 

A.  Weil,  I  haven't  them  in  my  keeping. 

Mr.  Black :  Do  you  want  them  this  evening,  or  after  we  ad- 
journ ? 

The  Chairman  :  Yes,  some  time  "before  six  o'clock,  if  we  could 
get  them,  so  that  we  could  run  through  them  with  the  stubs  here. 

Mr.  Black:      I  will  get  them  for  you. 

Mr.  Hyzer :  And  those  may  come  in  in  the  same  way  at 
present  ? 

The  Chairman  :     Yes. 

O.  Where  these  checks  are  drawn  in  favor  of  the  Stephenson 
National  Bank  as  indicated  by  the  stubs,  have  you  memoranda 
or  anything  to  indicate  what  those  are  for. 

A.  Why,  at  the  end  of  each  month  I  get  one  showing  what 
money  has  been  paid  out  and  what  it  is  for,  but  it  is  nothing  that  I 
keep,     just  give  them  a  check.     It  is  paid  for  various  purposes. 

Q.  Referring  to  check  5174,  can  you  tell  from  any  memor- 
andum that  you  have,  or  from  your  memory,  what  the  purpose  of 
that  was? 

A.  I  suppose  I  could  by  going  through  my  book  (referring 
to  book)  :     Well,  here  is  one,  July  20th. 

Mr.  Black:     That  isn't  it. 

A.  Yes,  but  it  is  one  of  the  items  for  July.  No,  this  was  the 
Well,  here  is  one,  "June  27th,  Frank  Martin,  for  a  cane,  $10." 

Mr.  Black:  No,  he  is  asking  you  about  that  specific  check,  I 
understood. 

A.  Well,  he  wants  to  know  what  this  is  for.  Well,  it  is  for 
different  items  that  were  given  me  on  this  slip,  different  amounts 
that  were,  paid  out  at  the  bank. 

O.  Well,  are  these  figures  in  red  on  the  margin  of  this  stub 
the  ones  that  indicated  the  different  items  that  make  up  the 
account  ? 
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A.  No,  these  are  deposits  in  the  hank  ;  this  corresponds  to  my 
hank  hook;  and  then  the  deposits  each  day  are  added  and  the 
checks  are  taken  out. 

O.  What  checks  ? 

A.  Weli.  here  (indicating)  this  balance  was  brought  over  from 
the  preceding  day.  Now,  on  July  1 1th  these  three  amounts  were 
deposited  (indicating).  Here  is  the  total.  Then  this  check  was 
drawn  out.  That  left  the  balance  of  that  much,  and  on  the  13th 
of  July  these  two  amounts  were  deposited,  and  added  to  this 
made  this  amount,  and  then  on  this  date  (indicating)  $510  was 
deposited. 

O.  No,  hut  wasn't  this  $617.22  drawn  for  some  specific  pur- 
pose ? 

A.  It  was  for  different  items  paid  out  by  the  bank  during  the 
month  on  Air.  Stephenson's  account. 

Q.  They  were  in  the  habit  of  paying  out  different  items  and 
at  the  end  of  the  month  you  would  give  them  a  check  for  the 
whole  amount,  whatever  it  might  be? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  That  is,  instead  of  giving  clucks  for  each  separate  item 
that  the  bank  paid  out  during  the  month,  you  would  give  it  to 
them  all  in  one  at  the  end  of  the  month? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.   Now,  did  you  have  any  account  of  those  items? 

A.  They  are  charged  up  right  along  in  different  places  in  the 
hook.  For  instance,  any  account  that  was  paid  July  11th  by  the 
bank  shows  here. 

O.  And  at  the  end  of  the  month  did  the  bank  send  you  a  state- 
ment showing  how  much  you  should  draw  them  a  check  for? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  where  is  that  statement? 

A.  Well,  I  didn't  keep  them,  only  I  charge  them  up  to  the  dif- 
ferent accounts,  then  I  destroy  them. 

Q.  So  there  isn't  any  way  you  could  tell  us  what  that  was  for 
without  going  through  the  whole  hook? 

A.  Not  without  going  through  the  whole  book. 

Q.  Now,  T  call  your  attention  to  check  5182,  and  ask  you 
whether  or  not  that  had  anything  to  do  with  the  campaign? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  know  that  it  didn't  have? 

A.  I  know  that  it  didn't  have.     It  was  a  contribution. 
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Q.  That  was  a  contribution  without  any  reference  to  the  sup- 
port that  Senator  Stephenson  might  receive  from  the  organiza- 
tion to  which  it  was  contributed? 

A.   It  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Q.    (low  do  vmi  know  that? 

A.  Because  I  was  present  when  lie  gave  the  check,  and  he 
gives  such  checks  as  that  about  every  week  in  the  year,  nearly,  or 
every  month,  and  has  ever  since  I  have  been  with  him. 

Q.  Well,  do  yon  find  any  in  the  months  of  February,  March 
and  April?  Can  you  refer  to  any  in  February,  March  and  April 
and  May  before  he  became  a  candidate,  in  this  book  here? 

A.  I  can't,  because  he  wasn't  in  the  city.  He  was  in  Washing- 
ton; so  lie  escaped  these  solicitations. 

O.  And  the  reason  you  know  it  wasn't  for  campaign  purposes 
is  because  you  were  present  when  the  contribution  was  made? 

A.   Yes. 

Q.   And  you  heard  the  conversation,  did  you? 

A.   Yes,  1  was  present. 

Q.  And  was  it  stated  in  that  conversation  that  it  was  not  for 
campaign  purposes  ? 

A.  There  wasn't  anything  said  about  campaign  purposes. 
They  wanted  a  donation  to  the  church. 

Q.  And  it  was  while  Senator  Stephenson  was  a  candidate  for 
office,  was  it  ? 

A.  Jul\  30th— yes. 

Q.  And  you  heard  the  whole  conversation  between -Senator 
Stephenson  and  the  gentleman  who  got  his  contribution,  did  you? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.    You  remember  it,  do  you? 

A    Yes. 

Q.  And  you  remember  that  there  was  nothing  said  one  way  or 
the  other  about  whether  it  was — 

A.    (interrupting)    There  wasn't  anything  said  about  politics. 

Q.   Where  did  the  conversation  take  place? 

A.  I  suppose  in  one  of  Ins  offices.  I  don't  remember  just  which 
one. 

Q.  You  don't  remember  which  one.  but  you  remember  dis- 
tinctly that  you  were  in  that  particular  office,  which  ever  it  was' 

A.  I  remember  I  drew  the  check  and  sat  there  waiting  for 
them  to  get  through,  so  it  must  have  been  in  the  private  office. 

O.  Xow,  I  notice  on  that  same  day  that  there  was  another  simi- 
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lar  check,  5183.     Did  you  hear  all  of  the  conversation  in  con- 
nection with  that  ? 

A.  Well,  I  think  so.     They  were  in  the  private  office  there. 

O.  Do  you  remember  that  incident,  Miss  Stringham? 

A.  I  remember  giving-  the  check. 

O.  No,  but  do  you  remember  the  conversation  which  preceded 
the  giving  of  the  check,  and  that  you  heard  it  all? 

A.   I  think  I  heard  it  all. 

Q.  You  have  a  distinct  recollection  now,  have  you? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  now — 

Q.  (interrupting)  No,  I  say  you  have  a  distinct  recollection  of 
the  conversation,  of  hearing  the  conversation,  have  you? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  have  a  distinct  recollection  there  was  nothing"  said 
about  its  being  given  for  campaign  purposes? 

A.  There  wasn't  anything  said  about  it. 

Q.  And  you  heard  the  whole  of  the  conversation — you  swear 
to  that,  do  you  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  know  too.  don't  you,  that  there  was  no  conversation 
between  Senator  Stephenson  arM  the  gentleman  to  whom  this 
contribution  was- made  prior  to  the  time  that  the  check  was  given? 

A.  Well,  I  was  there  when  they  came  into  the  office  and  I  was 
there  when  the}'  went  out. 

O.   Did  they  come  in  together? 

A.  1  don't  remember  that,  i  can't  say  whether  they  did  or 
not. 

Q.  But  they  did  come  in  together,  and  you  are  sure  they  didn't 
talk  anything  about  it  before  they  came  in,  about  the  campaign? 

A.  Senator  Stephenson  was  in  the  office  and  the  men  came  in 
soliciting.     I  don't  remember  whether  they  came  together  or  not. 

Q.  You  don't  remember  whether  they  came  together  or  not? 

A.  No. 

Mr.  Ingalls :  You  mean  Senator  Stephenson  and  somebody 
else,  or  two  people  and  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.   Perhaps  you  misunderstood  me,  I  didn't  mean  that 

O.  (interrupting)  Now,  who  did  you  mean  when  you  said  they 
came  in  together?     I  don't  ask  you  to  give  the  names  now. 

A.  I  didn't  mean  to  say — you  asked  me  whether  the}-  came  in 
together,  I  don't  know  whether  they  did  or  not.  The  two  min- 
isters, you  mean  ? 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY   I  XV  INSTIGATION.      1089 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  keep  the  ministers  out  of  this.  The  gentle- 
men referred  to  in  checks  No.  5182  and  5183 — do  you  mean  those 
two  gentlemen  came  in  together? 

A.  No,  I  mean  that  I  don't  know  whether  they  came  in  together 
or  not,  but  I  was  there  and  gave  the  checks. 

Q.  Did  you  give  the  checks  both  at  the  same  time,  or  on  differ- 
ent parts  of  the  day  ? 

A.  f  don't  remember  that. 

O.  J  hit  do  you  remember  whether  there  was  one  conversation 
with  those  two  gentlemen,  or  whether  there  was  a  separate  con- 
versation with  each  one  of  them? 

A.  Well,  f  have  just  said  that  1  didn't  know  whether  they  were 
in  there  at  the  same  time  or  not.      1  don't  remember. 

Q.  Bui  you  remember  the  conversation  in  each  instance,  in  case 
there  were  two  conversations,  and  that  there  was  nothing  said 
about  campaign  ? 

A.   Nothing  about  campaign. 

O.  You  remember  that? 

A.  yes. 

Q.  But  aren't  able  to  say  whether  it  was  all  in  one  conversation 
or  in  two? 

A.  1  don't  remember  whether  the  two  men  were  in  there  at  the 
same  time. 

Q.  Well,  then,  you  don't  remember  whether  it  was  all  in  one 
conversation  or  whether  it  was  in  two  conversations? 

A.  I  do  not. 

O.  When  was  it  Senator  Stephenson  came  to  Wisconsin  from 
\\  ashington,  last  spring  or  summer? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  remember  the  date,  but  I  could  tell  from  the 
checks,  because  when  he  is  away  f  sign  them,  ft  was  right  after 
congress  adjourned. 

O.  Do  you  know  what  month  it  was? 

A.   ft  was  in  June,     f  don't  remember  the  date. 

O.  You  say  you  don't  remember  the  date? 

A.    1  don't  remember  the  date.     Perhaps  f  can  tell  by  looking 

at  the  way  the  checks  were  given — something  about  it ft 

was  somewhere  along  in  here  (indicating). 

O.  Somewhere  along  early  in  June,  you  say? 

A.  Yes.  f  know  he  was  here  when  he  drew  that  check  ( indi- 
69 
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eating)  because  I  remember  about  it.  Right  after  the  adjourn- 
ment of  congress. 

Q.  Do  you  know  for  what  purpose  check  5216  was  given? 

A.  Charitable.     That  is,  church  contributions. 

Q.  And  did  you  hear  all  of  the  conversation  that  led  up  to  the 
giving  of  that  check: 

O.  There  wasn't  any  conversation  about  it.  Someone  wrote  a 
letter,  and  Senator  Stephenson  gave  them  permission  to  draw  on 
him  for  that  amount.  I  notice  that  isn't  my  writing,  so  that  1  don't 
know  much  about  it.  only  I  know  it  was  a  c  >ntribution. 

O.  Well,  do  you  know  anything  about  it? 

A.   Yes,  I  saw  the  letter  afterwards. 

O.  Wed,  that's  all  you  know  about  it? 

A.   Yes,  and  that  it  was  a  contribution  to  a  church. 

O.  You  haven't  that  letter,  have  you? 

A.   Xo. 

Q.  Without  mentioning  any  names,  do  yon  know  what  check 
Xo.  5225  was  given  for? 

A.  Yes.  the  purchase  of  water-power  on  die  hAcanaba  river — 
Senator  Stephenson's  half  interest. 

The  Chairman  :  T  think  until  we  get  the  checks,  that  is  all  I 
care  to  ask  Miss  Stringham.  Any  other  member  of  the  committee 
wish  to  examine  her  any  further? 

Air.  Hyzer :     This  book  is  left  also  with  you. 

By  Senator  1  lusting  : 

O.  Miss  Stringham,  when  were  the  entries  in  this  hook  made, 
at  the  time  that  the  items  of  expenditures  were  incurred? 

A.   At  the  end  of  each  month. 

Q.  Did  Senator  Stephenson  during  the  period  of  time  between 
the  20th  of  June  and  November  the  15th  check  on  any  other  bank 
outside  of  these  two  banks,  to  your  knowledge? 

A.  Between  what  period  do  you  say? 

O.  June  20th,  1008,  and  November  15th? 

A.  Only  that  account  that  he  drew  from  in  the  Marshall  & 
Ilsley  Bank. 

Q.  I  mean  other  than  that — did  he  have  a  checking  account  in 
any  other  bank? 

A.   Xo. 

Q.  Did  Senator  Stephenson  purchase  or  transmit  any  cashier's 
checks  on  any  bank,  to  your  knowledge? 
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A.   Not  to  my  knowledge. 

O.  In  the  course  of  your  duties  as  private  secretary  did  you 
ever  transmit  for  him  anv  cashier's  checks  on  any  hank  what- 
ever? 

A.    I  never  have,  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  lie  didn't  purchase  from  the  Stephenson  National  Bank 
any  cashier's  check's  to  your  knowledge? 

A.   Not  to  my  knowledge. 

O.  Do  you  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  whether  he  did  or  did 
not  ?J 

A.  1  haven't  any  reason  to  think  that  he  did.  lie  doesn't  do 
business  in  that  way.  He  always  use-  his  check  hook-,  or  if  any- 
thing is  going  east  he  gets  a  New  York  draft.  That  is  all  he 
uses. 

O.  Well,  do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  he  didn't  check 
direct  to  Air.  Puelicher  or  Mr.  Shape  at  Milwaukee,  instead  of 
checking  to  Van  Cleve  for  any  of  these  items? 

A.  1  don't  know  as  there  was  any  particular  reason,  only  chose 
to  do  it  in  that  way,  because  the  three  men  were  acting  as  hnan- 
cial  agents  for  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  he  didn't  check  directly 
to  Mr.  Puelicher  or  Mr.  Sackett  ? 

A.   1  don't. 

Q.  Were  there  any  other  check  hooks  other  than  these  two 
used  by  Mr.  Stephenson  in  making  any  checks  whatever  during 
the  period  i  f  time  that  y~>n  mentioned? 

A.  Xo. 

Q.    1  le  had  no  private  check  hook-  of  his  own  other  than  this? 

A.  Xo. 

0.  When  he  went  on  his  journeys,  or  on  his  trips,  didn't  he 
take  a  check  hook  with  him? 

A.  No.  Sometimes  he  carried  some  loose-  checks  from  the 
Com  Exchange  Hank,  such  as  he  used  in  Milwaukee  that  time, 
hut  that's  all. 

Q.  But  he  Mwa\  -  took  them  from  souk-  hook  that  was  already 
in  use  ? 

A.   Yes. 

I  \y  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  There  is  one  question  1  wanted  to  ask.  I  wanted  to  read 
into  the  record  stub  No.  5310: 
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"November  20,  1908.  "No.  5310 

J.  -H.    Puelicher,   and   L.   H.    Stevens,   Lancaster  canvass, 
$200." 

Now,  that  is  the  item  referred  to  in  Exhibit  No.  1  which  Sena- 
tor Stephenson  filed  as  "November  20th,  check  J.  H.  Puelicher, 
Stephenson  National  Hank.  $200,"  isn't  it? 

A.  Yes. 

O.  That  really  went  to  L.  H.  Stevens  at  Lancaster,  did  it? 

A.  Well,  the  transaction  was  through  Mr.  Puelicher.  Mr. 
Stephenson  didn't  know  anything  about  this  man.  He  wrote  for 
a  check  to  send  down  the  amount,  completing  his  account. 

Q.  To  complete  L.  H.  Stevens'  account? 

A.  Well.  I  don't  know  whether  it  was  to  complete — that  was 
the  last  item  that  was  due  anybody,  as  I  understood  it;  that  was 
all  he  asked  for. 

Q.  Well,  I  say,  that  that  check  was  really  for  L.  IT.  Stevens 
of  Lancaster? 

A.   It  was  for  him.  yes. 

Q.  And  it  shows  as  J.  H.  Puelicher  on  the  statement  filed? 

A.   Yes. 

Mr.  Whitman:     Mr.  Chairman:     I  move  that  we  adjourn. 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :  Before  we  adjourn,  I  have  just  had  marked 
a  letter  purporting  to  come  from  James  A.  Stone  and  addressed 
lo  Honorable  John  J.  Blaine,  under  date  of  January  22,  1909, 
marked  Exhibit  83,  and  ask  the  chairman  if  that  is  the  letter  that 
Mr.  Blaine  gave  him  to  which  he  referred  in  his  testimony  yes-' 
terday? 

The  Chairman :  it  was  the  letter  which  Senator  Blaine 
handed  to  me  today,  and  I  assume  that  it  is  the  same  letter,  be- 
cause there  is  the  same  language  used  in  it. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :      lint  that  was  handed  to  you  by  the  senator? 

The  Chairman  :     Yes. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Senator  Blaine  has  objected  to  all  of  the 
letter  going  in  to  the  evidence,  btit  I  think  that  since  Mr.  Stone 
has  publicly  said  that  he  didn't  care  to  exercise  any  privilege  in 
regard  to  the  letter,  and  since  is  contains  information  that  is  as 
valuable  to  the  determination  of  the  investigation  of  this  commit- 
tee as  a  great  deal  of  other  testimony  that  has  been  offered,  I 
would  like  to  offer  the  letter  in  its  entirety  in  evidence.  If  there 
is  no  objection  T  would  like  to  do  so  and  have  it  copied  into  the 
record. 
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The  Chairman:  I  can't  see  any  purpose  that  it  serves.  How- 
ever, I  am  rather  inclined  to  have  everything  come  in  that  any- 
body wants  to  g-0  in.  There  are  certain  parts  of  it  that  simply 
rake  up  some  private  matters. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  think  it  may  show  a  motive  for  writing 
the  letter  which  I  think  may  he  material ;  otherwise  I  wouldn't 
care  to  introduce  it. 

The  Chairman  :     I  don't  understand  there  it  any  objection  to  it. 

Exhibit  83  is  as  follows : 

(On  letter  head  of  Stone  &  Malone,  lawyers,  Wonewoc,  Wis- 
consin.) 

Hon.  John  J.  Blaine.  "Jan.  22,  1909. 

Boscobel,  Wis. 

Dear  Blaine :  I  note  that  you  are  taking  the  square  position 
as  to  investigation.  Bob  declared  in  favor  of  it.  It  is  not  an 
impeachment  of  the  primary  principle  to  demand  it,  but  the  re- 
verse. A  verdict  of  a  jury  may  be  impeached  on  a  showing  of 
fraud  or  corruption.  So  of  the  judgment  of  any  court.  Fraud 
in  any  contract  renders  it  invalid. 

A  thorough  investigation  would  do  much  good,  whatever  the 
result.  Roosevelt's  doctrine  of  publicity  as  a  remedy  for  the 
trust  evil  may  well  be  applied  here. 

Do  they  want  specific  charges,  or  is  that  a  bluff  ?  The  avowed 
'worker'  for  Stephenson  in  Sauk  county  was-  U.  C.  Keller,  ex- 
clerk  of  court.  His  record  is  bad.  On  the  proposition  he  stated 
to  me  in  the  hearing  of  several  others  that  he  had  $300  of  Steph- 
enson's money  to  spend  in  the  primary  campaign.  As  a  cover 
for  his  work  he  was  put  on  the  game  warden's  force  'without 
pay'.  This  appointment  was  cancelled,  I  am  informed  shortly 
afterward.     All  this  can  be  substantiated. 

Another  thing  which  would  bear  investigation  is  the  subscrip- 
tion list  of  the  Wisconsin  Agriculturist,  a  paper  published  at 
Racine.  Immediately  after  the  'adv'  'The  Grand  Old  Man'  was 
published  in  that  paper  immense  quantities  of  'sample'  numbers 
were  circulated  through  this  part  of  the  state.  Who  paid  for 
this  circulation  ? 

Matters  like  this  could  be  found  in  every  county,  I  believe.  I 
feel  like  congratulating  you  on  the  position  you  have  taken  and 
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sincerely  believe  that  your  action  will  be  approved  if  you  press 
for  an  investigation  and  -how  up  the  fraud. 

Truly. 

James  A.  Stone." 

Hearing  adjourned  until  nine  o'clock  a.  m..  March  3,  1909. 


EXHIBIT  79. 

Edward  II.  Smith.  Official  Reporter. 

\Y.  C.  Cowling,  In  Account  with  S.    V  Took. 
[908 

Ian.      4     J.  M.  Hern,  supplies $-  -5 

(>.  H.  Manzer  '   8o 

Julia  R.   1 5r<  m  >ks,  -alary 2  00 

Stamps    5  °° 

(  tehkosh  (  >mce  Supply  Co.,  supplies 2  85 

(  >.  H.  Manzer.  letter  file 25 

1  lav  Hardware  Co.,  scissors l   5° 

(  tshkosh  ( .a-  Light  Co..  3  lamps 22^ 

6  Two  dinners    5° 

7  Sponges   *  ° 

Letter  file 25 

2  dinners    5° 

8  Scrap  bonk 85 

Vader    Moes    Printing    Co..    for    2.000    letter 

heads    5  00 

J.  M.  Hern,  sundries,  100  envelopes 1   00 

0  Ink  well    25 

10  500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

Postofrice  box  rent  and  2  keys •  •  •  •  '    9° 

1 1  Julia  R.  Brooks,  salary   4  O0 

1  1      Expense,  meals    3  °° 

1  3     500  stamped  enveli  ipes  10  62 

Freight  and  cartage   T    5° 

15     Fare,  Milwaukee  and  return 3-4 

Dinner  for  3    l    5° 

Street  car  tares 25 

[6     t  yr.  sub.  Green  Pay  Gazette 3  °° 
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i   vr.  sub.  Madison  Democrat   5  °° 

Sub.  Chippewa  1  [erald 3  o0 

Sub.  State  Journal   4  °° 

Sub.  Cambridge  News l  25 

Sub.   1'. loonier  Advance    '    5° 

Sub.  Lodi  Enterprise '    5° 

3  ni<  >ney  orders c9 

Vader  Moes  Ptg.  Co.,  1,000  long  envelopes.  .  .  4  (>" 

Sub.  Fox  Lake  Representative l   5° 

Sub.  Buffalo  Co.  News  l  °° 

2  money  orders 

17  Fare.  Qintonville  and  return   J  88 

Dinner  for  3   l   5° 

18  Elpha  Brooks,  salary  5  00 

Julia   Brooks    4  00 

Gas  mantle  and  chimney 4° 

Sub.  Fairchild  (  )bserver   l  25 

Dunn  Co.   Xews   l   5° 

Fond  du  Lac  Commonwealth   4  °° 

Evening  Wisconsin    4  °° 

2  money  orders   °  y 

20     Sub.  Forest  Republican   I   5° 

Sub.  Rice  Lake  Chronotype   l   5° 

W'ausau   Leader    I   5° 

Augusta  Eagle T  °° 

4  money  orders I2 

Miscellaneous  supplies,  to  date 12  75 

Rent  typewriter  and  desk 3  °° 

22  Sub.  Kickapoo  Scout x  0o 

Money  order   °3 

23  Wax  1  »aper  for  mimeograph 2  °° 

Stamped  envelopes   10  02 


Stamp 


2  00 


24  Parcel  delivery 1 5 

Paper  clips l 

Mimeograph  ink  

25  Elpha  Brooks,  salary  5  °° 

Ethel  Morris   2  25 

Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  00 

500  stamped  envelopes 10  6'2 

Sub.  Ashland  Xews   5  00 
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Fare,  Milwaukee  and  return,  including  parlor 

car  2  ways 3    74 

Hotel    :;  00 

Dinner    80 

Supper  for  3   1   55 

Breakfast   In 

Dinner  on   train 1   25 

Copying  poll  lists L0  00 

Sheboygan  lists 10  00 

2"\      1  yr.  Colby  Phonograph 1  50 

1  trillion  News   1  50 

2  money  orders 0(j 

28     500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

30     Sub.  Dodge  Co.  Citizen 1  50 

Money  order   03 


Total  for  January $223  82 

1908 

Feb.      1      W.  J.  1  lay,  rent  for  office $8  00 

2     Ethel  Morris,  salary 3  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 5  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  00 

Sub.  Boscobel   Sentinel ' 1    50 

Money  order   03 

I     Sub.  Bayfield  Co.  Press 2  00 

Money  order   03 

5     Central  Const  Co.  (  Telephone)    2  00 

7  Vader  Moes  Ptg.  Co.,  letter  heads 3  00 

8  500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

Ethel  Morris,  salary 3  00 

'Elpha  Brooks,  salary   5  00 

Julia  R.  Brooks,-  salary 4  00 

Telephone  bill  for  January 4  48 

8     Stamps    5  00 

11     Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  mimeograph  sup- 
plies    4  00 

500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

13     500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

Fare,  Milwaukee  and  return  3  24 

Dinner  for  2   1  60 

Hotel  bill   2  00 
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Supper  for  5  4  45 

Breakfast   40 

Dinner  on  train of) 

Misc.  expense,  cigars,  street  car  fare,  lunches.  5  00 

Castle  Pierce  Ptg.  Co.,  for  rubber  stamps.  ...  3  85 

Salary,  Ethel  Morris 3  00 

Salary,  Elpha  Brooks  5  00 

Salary,  Julia  Brooks 4  00 

11      Vador  Morse  Ptg.  Co.,  letter-heads 3  00 

Feb.  11     Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  paper 1  90 

22     Ethel   Morris,  salary 3  00 

22     Elpha   Brooks 5  00 

22     Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  00 

22     Benzine  for  mimeograph 10 

Sending  package  to  Neenah 10 

24     Typewriter  desk    rent 3  00 

26     500  stamps,  envelopes 10  02 

26     Fare,   Neenah  and  return,  train 50 

21      Sending  packages   to   Neenah 50 

21      String   05 

Letter    file 25 

Fare  Milwaukee  and  return 3  24 

3  dinners    1  50 

1  suppers   3  75 

Street  car   fares 25 

2  lunches    15 

28  Sending  packages  to  Neenah 25 

29  Ethel  Morris,  salary 3  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 5  00 

Julia  R.  Brooks,  salary 4  00 

Total    $172  50 

Mar.     1      Packages  to  Neenah $25 

2  I  'ackages  to  Neenah 25 

3  Packages  t<  >  Neenah 25 

Yader  Moes  Printing  Co.,  letter  heads 15  25 

4  500  stamped  envelopes 10  72 

Fare  to  Uanevilee 2  06 

Lunch    15 

1  )inner  for  2 1   00 

70 
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Pare  to  Milwaukee 1   43 

Supper 75 

Lodging    1  00 

i  Jreak  fast   15 

I  )inner    70 

Street  car  fare   JO 

Telephones  to  Racine  and  Kenosha 60 

Fare  to  (  )shkosh 1    62 

5  W.  J.  Hay,  rent 10  00 

500  stamped  envelopes 10  72 

6  Globe  Ptg.  Co.,  letter  heads  3  00 

Express   25 

:     ( ras  bill 75 

Telephone   6  20 

Ethel  .Morris  .alary   3  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary   5  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary  4  00 

8      Fare  to  Milwaukee   1    62 

Supper    50 

9&  10      Hotel  bill  7  00 

Fare  Milwaukee  to  (  >shkosh  1  62 

Meals    4  60 

Street  car  fares   35 

Fares  for  copyist  3  24 

Return  fares   3  24 

Breakfasts ..  .  70 

Mar.  9  &  10     Dinners  on  train 1    70 

Paper  for  copying 10 

12  Fare  Xeenah  and   return 40 

13  Package  to  Xeenah  25 

14  Subs. — Vernon  Co.  Censor 1   50 

Money  order   03 

Ethel  Morris,  salary 3  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary   5  00 

Julia  R.  Brooks,  salary 1   00 

Fare  to  Kenosha  2  28 

Sleeper    1  50 

Breakfast   40 

Dinner  for  3 1  75 

Supper 85 

Lodging    1  00 
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Paid  for  list  of  names 4  00 

Paid  for  list  of  names I  50 

Fare  Kenosha  to  Racine 25 

Breakfast    50 

Dinner  for  2   . 1  00 

Supper    60 

Paid  for  list  of  names 5  00 

Paid  for  list  of  t< >wns 3  00 

Rig  t<  i  c<  mntry  1  00 

Fare  to  Oshkosh 2  00 

Telegram    35 

Hi     (  ^lobe'  Printing  Co.,  Utter  heads 3  00 

C.  E.  McMillan,  lists 6  in 

M<  mey  ( >rder    05 

18     500  stamped  envelopes 10  G2 

Fare  Neenah  and  return 10 

Fare  Kewaskum  and  Milwaukee  1  62 

Dinner  for  3    1  50 

Cigars    25 

Mar.  18     Supper  for  2   1  00 

Fare  to  Oshkosh    1  62 

21      Paid  for  lists 2  00 

20  500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

21  Julia  i '.rooks,  salary 4  00 

Ethel  Morris,  salary 3  00 

Flpha  Brooks,  salary 5  00 

Fare,  Milwaukee   1  62 

Dinner    50 

Fare,  Milwaukee  to  Madison 1  50 

Supper    75 

Lodging    1  50 

Breakfast 50 

Fare,   Oshkosh    2  0;} 

Meals,  2  dinners,  1  supper 2  00 

Copying,  nieals,  etc 1  24 

22  Fare,  Neenah  and  return In 

23  J.  M.  Hum,  supplies  2  50 

Oshkosh   Office   Supply   Co.,    for   typewriting- 
rent 3  00 

Paper 95 

500  stamped  envelopes    10  62 
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24  Package  to  Neenah 25 

25  O.  McCorison,  supplies 3  75 

500  stamped  envelopes   10  62 

2G     Fare,  Milwaukee  and  return 3  24 

Meal 50 

•>',      500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

J.  M.  Hum,  supplies 1  15 

28     Globe  Printing  Co.,  500  letter  heads 12  00 

Ethel  Morris,  salary '  3  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 5  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  00 

30     500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

Fare  to  Racine 2  08 

3  dinners   1  50 

Street  car   25 

2   suppers    1  25 

Fare  to  Oshkosh    2  08 

Room  75 

A I  csseng'er    50 

Total     $304  21 

Apr.     i     I.  C  Baldwin,  Juneau  Co.,  poll  list $6  50 

Money  order   05 

Yader  Moes  Printing  Co.,  letter  heads 11   25 

W.  J I  Hay,  rent 10  00 

Gas  bill 25 

Package  to  Neenah 25 

2  500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

Meyers  News  Service  Co.,  for  clippings 7  60 

l^xpress,  Juneau  Co.,  list 25 

3  Postoffice  box  rent 1   5° 

4  Ethel  Morris,   salary 3  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 5  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  00 

500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

Package  to  Neenah 25 

Ink  eraser  and  string 35 

6     Stamped  envelopes .  10  62 

Telephone  bill   6  25 

500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 
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7  iooo  ic  envelopes n  24 

8  500  stamped  envelopes 10  72 

9  Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  Supplies 4  00 

Fare  Milwaukee   T  62 

Dinner  for  two  • x   IO 

'    Supper    9o 

Hotel  bill 2  00 

Street  car 25 

Fare  Madison  1  64 

Breakfast    75 

Dinner  for  two 1  50 

Cigars    25 

Supper    65 

Fare  to  Oshkosh,  parlor  car  via  Milwaukee.  .  3  26 

Lists  of  names 5  00 

Lists  of  names   2  50 

10  500  stamped  envelopes 10  72 

1 1  500  stamped  envelopes 10  72 

Ethel  Morris,  salary 3  50 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 5  50 

Julia  Brooks,  salary  4  00 

13  Package  to  Neenah 25 

14  Package  to  Neenah 25 

15  Package  to  Neenah 25 

500  stamped  envelopes 10  72 

16  500  stamped  envelopes 10  72 

500  stamped  envelopes 10  72 

17  500  stamped  envelopes 10  72 

Package  to  Neenah 2c, 

18  500  stamped  envelopes 10  72 

Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  oo 

Ethel  Morris,  salary 3   c0 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary ^  50 

Jean  Wells,  2  days  salary 1  qq 

Fare  Milwaukee  and  return 3  24 

Parlor  car  1  way 2z 

Dinner  for  3 j  yr 

Supper  for  2  I  g0 

Fare  and  expense  Racine  and  return 2  50 

Fare  Kenosha  and  return !   o2 

Copying  lists  2  ?5 
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Copying  lists    5  60 

Room  i  *  2  days  2  50 

Dinner  on  train 90 

Breakfast 4° 

20     500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

Vader  Aloes  Printing  Co.,  for  letter  heads.  ...  11   25 

22     500  stamped  envel<  >pes 10  62 

Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  for  typewriter  rent 

and  supplies 5  5° 

Express  on  large  cut   4° 

24     500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

2^     500  stamped  enveli  >pes to  62 

Ethel  Morris,  salary   3  50 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 5   50 

Jean  Wells,  -alary 3  00 

Julia  1 '.rooks,  salary 4  00 

Fare  Milwaukee  and  return 3  24 

Parlor  car  1  »ne  way 25 

Dinner  on  train 90 

Cigars .  •  1    25 

Supper  for  2 1   10 

Room  1  !  2  days 2  00 

Breakfast    40 

Dinner  for  2 I   25 

Expense  to  Racine,  2 2  77 

Room    1   5° 

Two  telephones 60 

28  500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co 425 

Express,  large  cut 35 

J.  V.  Bunn,  for  Outagamie  cou/ity  directory.  .  5  °° 

29  500  stamped  envelopes  .  .- 10  62 

Clark  Engraving  &  Ptg.  Co.,  for  large  cut.  ...  16  00 

30  Fare.  Milwaukee I  62 

Dinner  for  2 2  05 

2  fares  Waukesha  and  return 1   00 

Rig  at  Waukesha !   5° 

2  suppers    1  65 

Cigars    45 

Room    1   5° 

Total   $410  71 
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May     i      Breakfast    $o  35 

1  )inner  for  3 1   50 

Rig  to  country,  a.  m 1    50 

Rig  to  country,  p.  m 1    50 

Fare  Waukesha  and  return  for  2  ... . 1    00 

I  lotel  bill,  Milwaukee 5  00 

Telephone  to  Waukesha    35 

Breakfast  for  3 i   25 

Dinner  for  5 3  60 

Fare  (  )shkosh  from  Milwaukee 1    62 

Cigars    25 

Street  car 35 

I  'aper  for  copying 10 

Package  to    Xeenah.    and    fare  to  .Milwaukee 

and   return    <S  48 

Supper  for  3   2  25 

I  >inner  for  2 1   50 

Paper  for  copying 10 

Ethel  Morris,  salary 3    c;o 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 5   50 

Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  00 

4  500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

Express     25 

Gas  bill 2s; 

(  tehkosh  (  )ffice  Supply  Co 1  95 

5  Meyers  News  Service  Co.,  clippings 4  40 

W.  J.  Hay,  rent 10  00 

Vader  Moes  Printing  Co.,  letter  heads 112=; 

500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

Stamps    5  00 

Telephone  bill   5  35 

r>     Stamps    10  00 

500  stamped  envelopes 10  62 

Fare  to  Manitowoc 1   09 

6  &  7     Cigars  on  train 25 

Dinner  for  3 1   50 

Cigars    10 

Fare  Milwaukee    I    ^ 

Parlor  Car   25 

Room    1   25 

Car  fare   25 
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Supper  for  3   J 2  00 

Breakfast    5° 

Dinner  for  2   1  00 

Street  car  fare 10 

Theatre  for  3 - 1   5° 

Fare  to  Oshkosh  from  Sheboygan 1  22 

Cab    25 

Fare  Milwaukee  to  Sheboygan .  1  04 

8  &  9     Fare  to  Milwaukee  1  62 

Parlor  car    -25 

Dinner  for  2 1   65 

Supper  for  2    1   25 

Cigars    25 

Hotel  bill   4  35 

Fare,  ( )shkosh 1  62 

Dinner  on  train  for  2 2  00 

G.  E.  Vandercook  for  work 10  00 

List    5  °° 

Express,  small  cuts 3° 

Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co 4  45 

Ethel   Morris,   salary 3  5° 

Leona  Bestler,  salary 2  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary   5  5° 

Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  00 

Stamps    10  00 

May  1 1     1  <>00  stamped  envelopes  21  24 

12  Express,  Walworth  Co.,  list 30 

Stamps    20  00 

13  Furniture  Exc.  table   2  50 

Oshkosh  ( Jffice  Supply  Co.,  bill  1  00 

Stamps 20  00 

14  Globe  Ptg.  Co.,  large  envelopes 11  50 

Stamps 20  00 

15  Fare,  Milwaukee  and  return 3  24 

Parlor  car  and  return 50 

Room 3  00 

Dinner  on  train 85 

Supper  for  2 •  •  •  135 

Breakfast 40 

Dinner  for  2 1  90 

Supper  for  3 2  85 
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Telephone 40 

Street  car  fare 25 

G.  E.  Vandercook,  work 6  50 

Tickets 2  25 

16     Ethel  Morris,  salary 4  00 

Hazel  Hurehutt,  salary   ". 3  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary g  00 

Leona  Bostler,  salary 3  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  59 

Vader  Aloes  Fig.  Co.,  bill 22  50 

18  Supplies   2  00 

Package  to  Neenah 50 

19  1000  stamped  envelopes  21  24 

Fare,  Milwaukee  and  return  3  24 

1  'arlor  car,  one  way 25 

Supper  for  3 3  05 

Room 3  50 

Cigars  at  meeting  for  consultation 150 

Car  fare 25 

Breakfast   45 

Dinner  for  3 1  50 

F  are  to  Racine  and  return 96 

Milwaukee  to  Oconomowoc  and  return 1  00 

Rig  at  Oconomowoc 2  00 

Supper 75 

Rig  at  Racine   ]    00 

Room    • 1  00 

G.  E.  Vandercook,  balance  due  on  northern 

_triP 15  60 

Telegram 25 

2  telegrams 50 

L000  stamped  envelopes *  21  24 

StamPs    2  00 

Special  delivery  stamp 10 

G.  E.  Vandercook,  expenses  in  canvassing  the 

state 50  00 

1000  stamped  envelopes 21  24 

Louis  Peterson,  Leaman  list 25 

Fare,  Ripon  and  return 85 

Rig  to  Dartford 1  50 

Dinner   ^ 


20 


21 
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Supper 50 

22  1000  stamped  envelopes    21  21 

Tare,  Green  Bay  and  return 2  00 

Dinner  for  :] 1   50 

Cigars 25 

Straet  car  fare 1" 

23  Curtis  Johnson,  River  Falls'  list 1    00 

C.  L.  Hall,  Vesper  list ■ 2  00 

G.  L.  Lamport-Hersey  list 1  00 

3  money  orders U9 

Souvenir  postals  for  W.  J.  Frank,  Manitowoc 

Co.  list   05 

Leona  Bestler,  salary   3  00 

Hazel   liurlbutt.  salary  3  00 

Ethel  Morris,  salary 4  00 

Flpha  Brooks,  salary 6  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary I    50 

Albert  R.  Neis,  Neillsville  list  1  00 

Robert  Robe,  Beaver  Dam  list  2  00 

A.  H.  Stearns,  Antigo  list 1  00 

August  Wundrow,  Appleton  list   1  00 

Reinhard  Lappriow,  1  tustisford  list 1   00 

C.  II.  Ludtke,  Plymouth  list  1   00 

Martin  Mason.  Barneveld  list 50 

Christ  Marty,  Argyle  list   1   50 

Henry  Capitain.  Casco  list   .    50 

Azra  Lounsbury,  Honey  Creek  list 1  50 

H.  Fesshender,  Greenville  list .  .  .  1    00 

W.  G.  Schmidt,  Fond  du  Lac  list 1   00 

A.  H.  Raether,  Watertown  list 1  00 

Win.  A.  Struck,  Brussels  list 1   00 

( )shkosh  C  )ffice  Supply  Co.  bill   3  00 

Ellensworths'  Printing,  large  envelopes 15  50 

B.  O.  Last,  Luxemburg  list  1   00 

O.  F.  Rintz,  Sun  Prairie  list  1  00 

Peter  Steener,  New  Glarus  list  50 

17  money  orders 51 

Stanley,  Adamski,  Rose  Lawn  list 25 

Mgr.    Washington    Skimming    station,    Lime 

Ridge  list    25 

Phil  M.  Barris,  Edgar  list 25 
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Fare,  Fond  dti  Lac  Shavaskum  and  return...  .  88 

1  )inner  5q 

26     LOO  stamped  envelopes 21  24 

28     (  )shkosh  (  )ffice  Supply  Co.,  bill 4  00 

L000  stam] led  envel< tpes  21    24 

Fare,   .Milwaukee   1  G2 

Parlor  car    •->;, 

Porter    15 

Dinner  for  ;>   1  65 

Fare,   Madison   1   65 

Supper  for  2 1   10 

Breakfast    ' 45 

Dinner  for  3   2  05 

Supper  for  2   1  05 

Fare  and  expense,  Baraboo  1  10 

Rig  to  Mt.  1  [oreb I    50 

Room    1  50 

2  telephones 65 

Paid  for  lists 3  00 

Telephone    25 

1 Ireak  fast 40 

I  )inner  for  2 1  lo 

Fare,  Milwaukee  from  Madison   1    65 

Telephones    50 

Supper    50 

Fare  to  Oshkosh 1  62 

List 1  25 

Street  car  fare    25 

Cigars   4o 

2!)     1000  stamped  envelopes 21  24 

Leone  Bestler,  salary 3  00 

Hazel   1 1  mil mtt.  salary 3  00 

Ethel  Morris,  salary I   00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 6  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary  4  50 

.">1      Fare,  Neenah  and  return 40 

$744  68 

June      1      Clark  Engraving  &  Printing  Co.,  for  cuts.  ...  $3  75 

I  ias  bill    25 
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Express  on  book  30 

Express  on  typewriter  ribbon 45 

2  1000  stamped  envelopes   21  44 

J.  M.  Hnrn,  bill  supplies 1  85 

\V.  J.  Hay,  rent 10  00 

G.  E.  Yandercook,  in  canvassing  state 50  00 

3  Clark  Engraving  &  Ptg\  Co.,  12  small  cuts  ...  9  00 
W.  H.  Hanmer  Co.,  bill  for  typewriter  ribbons 

and  carbon  paper   4  00 

Telegram    25 

Stamps    15  00 

Louis  Olson,  Abbotsford  list 1  00 

Tbeo.  W.  Matzke,  Cecil  list 1  50 

F.  A.  Shaffer,  Boyceville  list 1  00 

3  money  orders   09 

1000  stamped  envelopes  21  44 

5     Telephone    4  85 

1000  stamped  envelopes  21  34 

6     Leona  Bestler,  salary 3  00 

Hazel  Hurlbutt,  salary 3  00 

Adeline  Kloecknerm,  salary 3  00 

label  Morris,  salary 4  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 6  00 

.    Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  50 

\  ader  Moes  Printing  Co.  bill 40  00 

Stamped  envelopes 21  44 

Fare,  Milwaukee   1  62 

Street  car  fare 25 

Dinner  on  train    90 

June  6-7-8     Supper  for  2 1  25 

Cigars    25 

Use  of  lists  10  00 

L.  K.  Fisher,  Lake  Beulah  lists 6  00 

Aut.  to  Menomonee  Falls 2  50 

Room  at  Milwaukee 1  50 

Breakfast   40 

Fare  for  2  to  Racine 82 

Dinner  for  4 3  00 

Cigars    35 

Room    75 

Expenses  for  lists 2  25 
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Supper    75 

Fare  to  Milwaukee  46 

Fare  to  ( >shk<  »sh   162 

Fare  to  Kenosha  2'  28 

Dinner  for  3 1  50 

Copying  of  lists 10  00 

Room    50 

Supper  for  2 1  00 

Fare  to  Milwaukee  (^ 

CiSars    25 

Room,  Milwaukee,  2  days  2  00 

3  telephones   90 

Telegram 35 

Car  fare,  Oconomowoc  for  2 1  20 

Rig  to  country 2  50 

Lists    • 2  50 

Milton,  Stanley,  Monona  list .  2  00 

Money  order ; 03 

Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co.  bill 3  55 

9     Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  bill 2  25 

Typewriter  repairs  4  00 

Package  to  Neenah 25 

9     Coon  Valley  Co-operative  Creamery  Co.   for 

list    3  00 

Wm.  Charmundt,  list 3  00 

J.  C.  Farwell,  Klevenville  list 1  00 

Roy  Hartl,  Ft.  Atkinson  list 1  00 

Wm.  E.  Marston,  Saxville  list 1  00 

Otto  Lammer,  Jackson  list 1  00 

James  G.  Chise,  Rock  Bridge  list 5  00 

Mgr.  Cittage  I.  Creamery  Co.,  Belmont  list..  .  5  00 

B.  Nblen,  Rewey  list 1  00 

H.  F.  Timm,  New  London  list 1  00 

Peter  Lay.  Jonesdale  list 1  00 

Fare  to  Neenah  and  return 40 

1  1  mi  >ney  orders 41 

Circulating  papers  1  00 

in     1000  stamped  envelopes  21  24 

Stamps    10  00 

Gust  Spreen,  Medford  list 5  00 

Money  order   05 
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VV.  M.  Buroker,  Aabin  list 25 

Bernard  Krohn.  Palmyra  list 25 

Ed.  Jones.  Bloomington  list  2  00 

Money  order   03 

Wm.  Jawort,  Jr.,  .Manama  list  1  00 

1 1  Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  bill  1  75 

12  Package  to  Neenah  25 

13  Vader,  Aloes  Ptg.  Co..  letter  heads 11  25 

Hazel  Hurlbutt,  salary   3  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 6  00 

Adeline  Kloeckner,  salary  3  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  50 

Ethel  Morris,  salary   4  00 

Dorothy  Erdman.  salary 1  50 

Package  t<  i  Neenah  25 

Supper  for  2   2  00 

Fare  to  Milwaukee   1  62 

Theater  for  2    1  50 

Lunch  for  4  1  85 

Hotel    1  50 

Fare  to  Racine 46 

Dinner  for  3   2  25 

Circulating"  papers    3    75 

Fare  to  Chicago 1    24 

Park  >r  car 35 

Cab    50 

Supper    90 

Fare  to  Kenosha  1   05 

Breakfast    40 

Dinner  for  3 2  10 

Supper 85 

Fare  to  Chicago  1  05 

Lunch  for  2 2  35 

Hotel  2  days   10  00 

Lists  and  circulating  papers 15  00 

Circulating  papers    3  50 

Breakfast    45 

Fare  to  Oshkosh    2  35 

Parlor  car 6o 

Fists  and  circulating  papers  5  60 

Street  car   15 
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Cigars  on  trip 60 

Cigars  on  trip 15 

15     1000  stamped  envelopes 21  24 

K.  C.  Frey,  Rural  Carriers'  dinner  48  40 

J.  G.  Thomas,  Antigo,  nom.  papers 13  00 

Dr.  W.  11.  Lewis,  Aniwa,  Nom.  papers L0  00 

Mgr.  Fairchild  Creamery,  list 1   00 

Money  order   03 

Hi     ( i.  E.  Vandercook,  expenses   25  00 

2000  stamped  envelopes 42  48 

•iiii  id  stamped  envelopes   42  48 

F"are,  Milwaukee  on  15th  and  return 3  24 

Street  car 25 

Fare  to  Chicago 3  35 

Sleeper   1  50 

Cab   50 

Porter 25 

Breakfast  for  2 2  00 

( i.   E.  Vandercook,  expenses 15  00 

Dinner   for  3 2  10 

Fare  to  Racine 1  24 

Parlor  car 35 

Supper    for   2 2  25 

Cigars    .  .  .  . 25 

Lunch    30 

Supper  for  2 1   85 

Tickets    2   DO 

Cigars    25 

Breakfast  for  2 1  10 

Dinner  for  2 1  85 

Supper    for    2 1    65 

Car  fares 35 

Cigars    55 

Lists  and  paper 15  no 

Lists   and   paper 11    50 

Hotel  bill   i    50 

Fare  Milwaukee 1   65 

1  'arl<  >r   car 35 

Lunch    45 

Work  and  lists,  Waukesha  Co *    75 

Ri  nun    1   50 
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Breakfast  50 

17, 18     Fare  to  Oshkosh 1  G2 

Dinner  on  train  for  2 1  90 

Circulation    papers 10  00 

Circulation   papers 5  00 

Fare  Sheboygan 1  20 

Dinner  and  supper 1  00 

Car  fare 10 

Fare  to  Oshkosh 120 

Room    1  50 

20     Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  50 

Hazel  Hurlbutt,  salary 3  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 0  00 

Ethel  Maurice,  salary 4  00 

Dorothy  Erdman,  salary : 3  00 

Daphne  Hurlbutt,   salary 2  £0 

22  2noo  stamped  envelopes 42  58 

Geo.  Davis,  Winnebago  Norn,  papers 1  50 

23  Fare  Milwaukee  and  return 3  24 

Breakfast   20 

Dinner  for  2   1  30 

Car  fare 25 

Parlor  car    25 

Porter 20 

2  I      Fred  Zang-Greshan,  Cir.  Nom,  papers 5  00 

( rlobe  Printing  Co.,  hangers  and  cut 151  00 

(  >shkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  bill 3  00 

J.  D.  Cook,  Sub.  to  Weekly  Defnede 1  50 

John  E.  Corrigan,  expenses 25  00 

Carl  B.  Rix,  work 45  00 

Package  to  Neenah ' 25 

Express    15 

( i.  E.  Vandercook,  expenses 50  00 

H.  B.  Montgomery,  Sub.  Wis.  Advocate  for 

4  years   5  00 

25,  26     3    fares    Milwaukee 4  86 

3  parlor  cars 75 

3  dinners  on  train 3  05 

3    suppers 1  80 

3  breakfasts 1  20 

Dinner   for  4 195 


THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION.  111:? 

( !igars    75 

Telephones    65 

Telegram    35 

Cab,  |/2  50 

Street   car    55 

Paid  for  papers 4  75 

Envelopes  for  Milwaukee 1"  60 

Fare  Waukesha  and  return  for  2 1    00 

Supper  for  2 1    35 

( !igars    25 

I  Ireakfast   40 

Paid  for  papers 9  75 

Rig  to  country 1  50 

Fare  Oshkosh   1  62 

Dinner  and  supper 1    10 

Fare  2  to  Oshkosh 3  24 

1  'arlor  car 50 

Porter    15 

■>:      Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  bill 1  95 

P.  J.  Koehler  on  salary  and  expenses 50  00 

E.  K.  Snell.  Valley  Jet.,  expenses 10  00 

G.  E.  McMillan,  Sparta,  expenses 5  00 

Julia  K.   Brooks,   salary 4  50 

Daphne   Hurlbutt.    salary 2  50 

I  [azel  Hurlbutt,  salary .'5  00 

Dorothy  Erdman,  salary 3  00 

Ethel  Maurice,  salary 4  00 

Elpha  P> rooks,  salary 5  00 

21      Mrs.  Chas.  Boll,  Bagley,  list 1  00 

Money  order 03 

L000  stamped  envelopes *  21  44 

(  )shkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  bill 2  25 

29      L000    lc   envelopes 11   24 

B.  ( ).   East,  Luxemberg,  circulation  nomina- 
tion papers 5  00 

A.    E.  Larsen,  Plainfield,  circulation  nomina- 
tion papers 10  00 

2000  stamped  envelopes    42  88 

Fare  Kaukauna  and  return 96 

( )igars    25 

Total $1,393  06 
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July      1      Circulating  nomination  papers $2  00 

L.  II.  Cook,  for  Aug.  Strebel,  cir.  nom.  papers  2  00 

Circulating  papers 6  75 

Fare  .Milwaukee  and  return 3  2-1 

Dinner  for  2 1    85 

Cigars    60 

Car  fare   25 

Supper  on  train 90 

Telephone     35 

3  telegrams    75 

2000    lc   envelopes 22  48 

2     2  telegrams    65 

Express  on  posters 75 

Gas  bill 25 

2000  envelopes  <  stamped  ) 42  68 

.Meyers  News  Service  Co.,  clippings 11   65 

Postoffice  box  rent 1  50 

C.  E.  McMillan,  expenses  Neenah 10  00 

J.  C.  Baldwin 10  00 

John  Harney,  expenses  Neenah 5  00 

Eare  2  to  Neenah 50 

Fare  to  Oshkosh 20 

Cigars   1  40 

A.  W.  McLeod,  expenses,  papers 6  30 

:;     ( )shkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  bill 2  00 

Hugo  Willkowski,  Mischicott,  nom.  papers..  2  00 

Money  order   03 

Ethel   Maurice,  salary 1   00 

Elpha    Brooks,   salary 6  00 

Hazel  Hurlbutt,  salary 3  00 

Margaret   Brooks,   salary 2  50 

Dorothy  Erdman,  salary 3  00 

Daphne    Hurlbutt.   salary 2   50 

July      3     Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  50 

3000  ic.  envelopes 33  92 

J.  E.  Corrigan,  expenses 25  00 

6     Aug.  Reis,  Sugar  Bush,  nomination  papers  .  .  10  50 

P.  J.  Koehler.  expenses 200  00 

N.  Groetzinger,  Chilton,  exp 25  00 

Package  to  Xeenah 20 
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C>.  E.  \  andercook,  expenses  100  oo 

II.  r.  Scmidt,  expenses 50  00 

I'.  Lampert,  expenses  50  00 

7  1 500  ie  envelopes  17  06 

bienry  Boeschinger,  DePere,  cir.  nom.  papers  5  00 

(  tehkosh  '  'Mice  Supply  Co.,  bill 5  25 

W.  .1.  Bay,  ivnt   LO  00 

Express    .]') 

Express    35 

Ellsworth's  printing  12  00 

8  500— 2c  envelopes   10  62 

L,575 — Lc    envelopes    18  21 

9  Package  to  Neenah 25 

Express  on  cuts  30 

Clark  Engrav.  &  Ptg.  Co.,  6  cuts J 2  00 

-I.  Diedrich,  nom.  papers  5  00 

Albert    Rosenbush,    Turtle    Lake,    eir.    nom. 

papers    5  UU 

Fan-  New  Richmond  on  6th,  7th,  8th  &  9th  5  01 

Sleeper    2  00 

Breakfast    60 

Dinner    75 

Supper    50 

Room  1  00 

Breakfast    :j5 

7,8,9     Dinner  for  3  1  60 

Supper  for  2 80 

Pare  Barron    85 

Rig    1  25 

Exp.  Eau  Claire  to  Hudson 2  50 

Circulating  [taper    6  00 

Room   1  00 

Breakfast     25 

Dinner  for  2  1  10 

For  nomination  papers  5  00 

Rig  to  country   2  00 

Fare,  La  <  Irosse  -4  54 

Supper  on  train    1    10 

Cab   50 

( iigars    65 

Car  fare 15 
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Auto  to  Salem 3  50 

Circulating  literature   10  00 

Cigars    35 

Hotel  bill '. . .  .  4  50 

Circulating  papers 5  00 

Cab   25 

Subs,  to  paper 2  00 

Pare  Baraboo   1  92 

Lists    0  50 

Hotel  bill   2  50 

Lists  and  papers 5  00 

Cigars 60 

Fare,  Madison    1  10 

Cab   25 

Fare,  Madison  to  Oshkosh  2  03 

Breakfast  10 

Dinner  on  train  1  10 

Cigars 25 

10  4,500— 2c  envelopes <  53  10 

Allen  &  Weidner,  printing 55  00 

1 1  Hazel  Hurlbutt,  salary 3  00 

Daphne  Hurlbutt,  salary   2  50 

Margaret  Brooks,  salary 2  50 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 6  00 

Dorothy  Erdman,  salary    3  00 

Ethel  Maurice,  salary 4  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary   4  50 

Vader  Moes  Ptg.  Co.  bill 33  75 

Ellsworth's  printing  bill   4  25 

Package  to  Neenah 25 

1 3  N.  Groetzinger,  expenses   25  00 

Telephone  bill 15  55 

G.  E.  Vandercook,  expenses 50  00 

F.  Lampert,  expenses  50  00 

1 4  Express  56 

2,000  stamped  envelopes 21  24 

J.  E.  Corrigan,  expenses   25  00 

P.  J.  Koehler,  expenses 200  00 

15  2,000  stamped  envelopes 42  48 

.  C.  E.  McMillan,  balance  ex  p.   . 2  40 

Express  to  Cedarburg 50 
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Telegram    40 

Pare  to  Milwaukee  and  return 3  24 

Parlor  car  25 

Dinner  for  4 2  25 

I  breakfast 30 

Cigars 35 

( lirculating  papers 5  on 

Circulating  papers 5  00 

Porter,  y2    f  25 

1 6  Package  to  Neenah 25 

Washington  Pub.  Co 

West  Bend,  ptg.  and  adv 50  00 

2,000 — le  envelopes 22  4b 

Express  to  Neenah    40 

17  II.  S.  Sloan,  expenses 25  00 

( 'lark  Engrav.  &  Ptg.  Co 27  00 

Package  to  Neenah   25 

Dinner  for  3 1  50 

Fare,  people  from  Neenah 2  25 

Cigars    45 

J.  M.  Harney,  expenses 5  00 

Pare.  Milwaukee    1  62 

Breakfast  30 

Dinner  for  3   2  80 

Car  Pare 25 

Supper  for  3 3  05 

Hotel  bill 5  00 

Breakfast  for  3 75 

A.  A.  Lepper.  work 5  00 

( !ir.  papers  and  posters 5  00 

Cir.  posters  5  00 

Cir.  papers   5  00 

Telegram  &  telephone 65 

Express    1  75 

Cir.  papers  &  posters 5  50 

Franz  Heyden  to  Manitowoc,  skat  tourn...  10  00 

Circulation   posters    3  50 

Fare  to  Oshkosh   1  62 

Parlor  car  25 

Ranke — cir.  papers  &  poster 5  00 

Fare,  copyist,  Milwaukee  &  return 6  48 
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Lunch 25 

18     P.  J.  Koehler,  expenses 500  00 

•Inly  IS     Hazel  Hiirlbntt,  salary    .SOD 

Daphne  Hurlbutt,  salary   2  50 

Dorothy  Erdman,  salary    3  00 

Ethel   Maurice,   salary    4  00 

Margaret   Brooks,  salary    2  50 

Elpha   Brooks,  salary    6  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary   4  50 

Express    35 

20  I.  C.  Baldwin.   Mauston,  exp 25  00 

Oshkosh  Of.  Supply  Co..  bill   1  25 

C.  L.  Hall.  Vesper,  nom.  papers 5  00 

F.  Lamport,  expenses    50  00 

AY.  W.  Giffin,  Plymouth,  cir.  nom.  papers  ..  50 

Money    order    03 

J.  W.  Rogers.  Sisters  Bay.  nom.  papers  ....  25 

Express    4(1 

21  H.  P.  Schmidt,   expenses    64  46 

5.000   1c   envelopes    57  20 

Western    Union,  bill    3  86 

Package  to  Neenah   25 

Fare   to    Milwaukee    1  62 

Fare  to   Madison    1   64 

Parlor    car    35 

Porter    20 

Breakfast    50 

Dinner  for  3    2  25 

Fare  to  Milwaukee    1  64 

Parlor    car    35 

Supper  for  2    1  10 

Breakfast    40 

Dinner  for  4 3  15 

Supper  on  train   1  25 

Hotel   bill    1  50 

E.  Hartman,    work    with   nomination   paper 

and  poster 15  00 

Cigars 50 

Paid  for  lists    5  00 

Paid  for  lists   4  50 

Fare  Milwaukee  to  Oshkosh 1  62 
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Parlor  car  25 

Porter  25 

Street  car  fare-;  25 

22  1000— 2c  stamped   envelopes    21    44 

Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  bill   3  00 

B.  P.  Armstrong,  nomination  papers 5  75 

P.  A.  Schilling,  Almond,  list   2  00 

Express    35 

L.  Dyke,  Waldo,  list   1  50 

W.  II.  Smart,  nomination  papers 5  00 

Allen  Weidner,  bill  printing 29  00 

23  ('has.  Thomas,  work   5  00 

\Y.  II.  Knuth.  cir.  posters   and   lit.  in   Door 

and  Kewaunee  Co 21  00 

24  James  &  Edwards  Co.,  for  wrapping  papers  1  04 

Fare  to  Milwaukee   1  00 

Pare  to  Oshkosh   1  62 

Parlor  car  , 25 

Lists 4  7") 

Telegrams 50 

Express  to  Xeenah 25 

String 15 

Express   to   Xeenah    25 

25  Globe  Ptg.  Co.,  bill 39  60 

Washington  Co.  Publishing  Co.,  printing  ..  25  00 

25     Wis.  Agriculturist,  advertising  50  00 

<i.  E.  Yandereook.  expenses   50  00 

J.  J.  Crowley,  expenses 25  00 

J.  E.  ( Jorrigan,  expenses  25  00 

Hazel    Hurlbutt,  salary    3  00 

Daphne  Hurlbutt,  salary 2  50 

Vader  Moes  Ptg.  Co.,  bill  13  90 

Dorothy  Erdman,  salary   3  00 

Ethel   Maurice,   salary    4  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary   6  00 

Margarel    Brooks    2  50 

Telegram   40 

Julia  Brooks,  salary 4  50 

Esther  Cowling,  2  days'  work 1  00 

Annabel  Fox.  1  days'  work   50 

Ellsworth's  Printing,  bill   20  50 
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W.  Goetzinger,  expenses  25  00 

( !has.  E.  McMillan,  expenses   25  00 

J.  Diedrich,  work   10  00 

I.  C.  Baldwin,  expenses 25  00 

J.  M.  Barney,  expenses  25  oo 

27  String    If, 

Tacks    36 

Tacks    1  20 

E.  S.  Express  7  64 

11)00  stamped   envelopes    21  24 

Stamps  20  00 

James  &  Edward  Co.,  paper 1  04 

.John  Bartel,  Pt.  Washington,  work  10  00 

K.  Lampert,  expenses  25  00 

II.  S.  Sloan,  expenses  25  oo 

Pare  Milwaukee   1  :)() 

Breakfast 20 

Lunch 25 

Fare  to  Oshkosh    1  62 

Posting    1  00 

28  50  copies  Daily  Northwestern 1  00 

Furniture  Exchange,  chair 2  80 

U.  S.  Express   4  60 

1000—  lc    envelopes    11    24 

Stamps    25  00 

E.  D.  Davos,  circulating  nomination  papers  (i  00 

Duggan  Ptg.  Co..  hill 214  35 

2  tablets    10 

Ink   well    25 

Stationery   2  00 

T.  J.    Sullivan    on    account    J.    A.    Cook    in 

"Travelling'  Man"    50  00 

Dr.  F.  II.  Gehbe,  use  of  list 10  00 

29  Stamps 20  00 

String 25 

Tacks    60 

Tacks    1  20 

Telegram   35 

U.  S.  Express 1  20 

Tacks    75 

Fare  to  Eau  Claire- . , 3  59 
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Sleeper 1    50 

I 'orlei- 25 

Hotel  bill  3  50 

5  dinners  4  95 

Circulating  nomination  papers  and  posters.  12  00 

Pour  suppers    2   1" 

Cigars    60 

Lunch  for  3    1  05 

J.  II.  Stanley,  work  Chippewa  county   10  00 

Fare  Chippewa  Falls  and  return   30 

( Jirculation  of  papers  5  00 

( lirculation  of  papers  7  00 

Fare  to  Oshkosh   3  59 

Sleeper 1   50 

Porter 25 

Breakfasl  ■  50 

2  dinners 35 

Fare  Fond  du  Lac  and  return 50 

3  telegrams 75 

Tacks    3  <)5 

String 25 

30  2000  stamped  envelopes  42  40 

F.   Lanipert.   expenses    25  00 

H.  P.  Schmidt,  expenses   58  42 

Fairchild  Observe,  advertising   4  00 

Kenosha  Evening  News,  advertising 2  90 

R.  E.  Martin,  stenographic  work 12  25 

J.  M.  Ilnrn.  bill 5  40 

.James  &  Edwards  Co.,  bills   5  06 

Sam  Guertin,  posting  bills  in  La  Crosse  Co.  10  00- 

Stamps  24  00 

Allen  &  Weidner,  printing  61  10 

31  Tacks    1   35 

String    25 

Stamps    36  00 

Express o-> 

Republican  Farmer,  Darlington,  advertising  3  30 

Colfax  Messenger,  advertising 3  50 

Sturgeon  Bay  Advocate,  advertising 6  50 

Neillsville  Times,   advertising    2  80 

71 
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Wis.  Agriculturist,  advertising   47  50 

Globe  Ptg.  Co.,  bill 38  00 

A.  E.  Larson.  Plainfield,  (list,  posters 10  00 

Nate  Whitten,  Eagle  services 5  00 

Stamps   24  00 

(i.  E.  Vandereook,  expenses  100  00 

(J.  E.  McMillan,  expenses  25  00 

String 25 

Ta.-ks    36 

Total    $4,020  65 

Aug.     1      Ethel    Maurice,    salary ■.  .  .  $5  00 

Daphne  Hurlbutt,  salary 3  00 

Dorothy  Erdman,  salary 3  50 

Elizabeth  Stevens,  salary 3  50 

Esther  Cowling,  salary 3   ()() 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 7  00 

Margaret    Brooks,   salary 3  00 

Annabel   Fox.  salary 3  00 

George  Gillem,  salary 3  00 

Broadhead   Independent,   adv 2   15 

Mineral   Point  Tribune,  adv 2  20 

Alma  Center  News,  adv 2  40 

James  &  Edwards  Co..  bill 5  02 

Julia    Brooks,   salary 5  00 

Vader  Moes  Ptg.  Co.,  bill 13  90 

P.  J.  Koehler,  expenses 500  00 

3     X.  Simon,  expenses 25  00 

F.  Lampert,  salary  and  expenses 200  00 

1000    lc   envelopes 11  44 

H.  P.  Schmidt,  expenses   55  72 

Brillion  News,  adv 4  80 

Stoughton    Courier,    adv 3   15 

Badger  Blade,  Rios,  adv 2  50 

Dunn  Co.  News,  adv 5  10 

I  .a  Crosse  Co.  Record,  adv 2  35 

Kewaunee  Co.  Banner,  adv 7  00 

F.  W.  Werner,  for  J.  Leave,  services 1  50 

G.  D.  Orput,  expenses  in  3rd  cong.  dist 100  00 

J.  E.  Corrigan,  expenses 25  00 
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''•     I'.     Groelle,     Manitowoc,    expenses   ore. 

omm.v    .'.  80  00 

F.  Lamport,  advance  salary  and  expense 150  00 

W.  II.  Peckham,  Richland  Center,  work 25  00 

Minna  1 1  ill,  salary  2  days'  work 1    „„ 

2000    Ic  envelopes oo  go 

Express   "  (i() 

strm-   l5 

A.  Rosenbush,  Turtle  Lake,  distrib.  posters.  .  5  00 

Walter  Sorenson,  Waupaca,  expenses £5  oo 

F.  Lampert,  expenses ,-,,,  (M, 

Sam  Gaertin,  expenses,  La  Crosse  Co lo  oo 

I      1  'ackage  t<  >  Neenah 25 

<  las  bill ^ 

Florence  Mining  News,  adv 5  00 

Stamps    ..1 

2000  1c  envelopes 22  88 

Meyers   News  Service  Co 23  45 

Fare  Fond  du  Lac  and  return 50 

Fare  J.  A.  Hawey  to  Switch 10  00 

J.  H.  Stanley,  expenses  Chippewa  Co 25  on 

<  r.   E.  Vandercook,  expenses 200  00 

5  -Montreal   River  Miner,  adv 5    p, 

James  &  Edwards  Co..  hill 40 

I  'ackage  t<  1   Xeenah gg 

String 1e 

0               1.) 

Lxpress    .  .  ,  ~ 

1                       I.) 

Package  to  Xeenah gg 

■Mini)  [c  envelopes _  22  88 

S.  A.  Baird,  (list,  posters ^   ()(| 

-Money  order ()., 

2000  ic  envelopes 22-88 

6  2000  1c  envelopes 2?  ,9s 

J.  \Y.  1  linkleym,  (list,  posters j    50 

<  )shkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  hills 4  ,,;,. 

Belmont  Success,  adv -   ,„, 

Allen  &  Weidner,  printing 29  00 

TotaI' $1,782  95 
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Aug.   6     Western  Union  bill   2  81 

U.  S.  Express  1  65 

Fare.  Milwaukee   1  62 

Cigars    25 

(i  dinners  3  75 

Cigars    35 

C.  A.  Coon,  expenses 5  00 

Geo.  S.  McConoehie.  expenses  5  00 

Street  car  fare 25 

Fare  for  2  to  Racine 92 

Street  car 10 

Four  suppers 3  00 

Cab  50 

Lunch   2  25 

Poll  list   15  00 

Bal.  clue  cir.  papers 3  00 

Telegram    50 

Telephone    35 

Express 1  40 

Fare  to  Oshkosh ' 2  08 

Cab   50 

Telephone  bill 28  00 

2.000— 1c  envelopes 22  88 

7  Package  to  Neenah 25 

Bowren— Murray    Co..    lists   of   Ashland   and 

Bayfield  Cos 22  4u 

Broclhead  Ind.  adv 3  55 

Platteville  Journal  Adv 5  60 

M;  Laffey,  organization  Exp 50  00 

R.  C.  Fairbank,  organization  Exp 50  00 

•T.  E.  Corrigan.  organization  Exp 25  00 

Stamps  15  00 

2.000— 1c  envelopes 22  88 

Monroe  Sentinel.  Adv 3  25 

Clark  Co.  Herald.  Adv 3  45 

Green  Lake  Co.  Reporter.  Adv. 4  25 

P.  J.  Koehler,  expenses 200  00 

8  Stamps  15  00 

Hazel  Hurlbutt.  salary 2  50 

Daphne  Hurlbutt,  salary  3  00 

Annabel  Fox,  salary 3  00 
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Dorothy    Erdman,  salary   3  50 

Esther  Cowling,  salary   3  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 7  00 

-Margaret  Brooks,  salary   3  00 

George  Gillen,  salary   3  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary   5  00 

Earl  Goettmann,  salary   3  00 

Frank  Freiweger,  salary    3  00 

Anna  Maurice,  salary  3  00 

Ethel  Maurice,  salary  5  Oo 

Chas.  Hurlbutt,  salary   3  00 

Norma  Rehbein,  salary  3  00 

Meta  Schiekedantz,  salary   3  00 

Glen  Schaeffer,  salary 3  00 

Stamps    22  00* 

2,000 — lc  envelopes 22  88 

Package  to  Neenah   25 

Kickapoo  Scout,  Adv 1  50 

Bugle,  Turtle  Lake,  Adv 2  60 

Bloomer  Advance.  Adv 2  50 

Wausau  Record  Herald,  Adv 9  20 

Globe  Printing  Co.,  bill   38  00 

R.  E.  Martin,  stenographer 42  00 

Fare  to  Portage  1  74 

Cab   20 

Hotel  bill 2  00 

Distributing  posters  4  50 

Lunch 80 

Fare  to  Kilbourn 34 

Dinners 1  50 

Fare  to  Sparta  1  23 

Supper  for  3 150 

Lodging  &  breakfast 1  50 

Fare  to  La  Crosse 50 

Cab  2b 

2  dinners  1  50 

Posting  bills  &  lithos 10  00 

Telegram    40 

Telephones   60 

Fare  to  Oshkosh 3  76 
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Lunch 25 

10     <i.  S.  McConochie— Dane  Co.,  Exp 25  00 

-J.  E.  Corrigan,  expenses 75  00 

( lambria  News,  Adv 3  60 

Republican  Journal,  Adv 3  20 

Barron  Co.  News,  Adv 2  45 

G.  I).  Orput.  expenses 100  00 

Deutsch  Amerikaner,  Adv 3  25 

Oshkosh  Offi.-c  Supply  Co.,  bill  3  50 

Columbus  Republican,   Adv 3  25 

Allen  &  Weidner  Co.,  Ptg 49  5u 

Vader  Moes  Ptg.  Co.,  bill   36  25 

X.  Simon,  expenses   25  00 

J.  Jones.  Adv 15  00 

2,000— lc  envelopes 22  88 

F.  Lampert,  expenses   50  00 

Dr.  C.  Pfeiffer,  Dodge  &  Sheboygan  tets,  .  .  .  25  00 

Martin  Oleson,  expenses  15  00 

Wis.  Agriculturist   34  00 

S.  B.  McCauley,  Beloit,  work 13  50 

in     2000  Lc  envelopes 22  88 

Wis.  Farmer  Co.,  adv 19  50 

L.  II.  Cook,  exp.,  Marathon  Co 50  00 

K.  C.  Dodge,  for   E.  C.   Davies,  distributing 

circulars   3  50 

John  1 1.  Young,  expense,  Eau  Claire 25  00 

( 1.  E.  Yandercook,  expenses loo  00 

Postage    ,i,; 

Package  to  Omro 25 

1 1      Ellsworth's   Printing  Bill 6  50 

I'.  }.  Koehler,  expenses 500  00 

Duggan  Ptg.  Co..  bill 103  25 

(  Hidden  Enterprise,  adv 2  60 

Vader  Moes  Ptg".  Co.,  bill 8  00 

C.  E.  McMillan,  organization  expenses 25  00 

1 1.  S.  Sloan,  organization  expenses 50  00 

■  2000  1  cent  envelopes 22  88 

Walter  Sorenson,  expenses 15  00 

I.  C.  Baldwin,  org.  expenses 25  00 

W.  R.  Peckham,  org.  expenses 25  00 

Peon   Pollard,  org.  expenses 100  00 
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12  I '.  S.  Express ' 70 

3000   1   rent  envelopes ;!  I    32 

M.  H.  Whittaker,  list  of  barber 20  00 

La   Nostra  Terra,  adv 15  00 

E.  R.  I  ticks,  expenses 50  00 

13  F.   Lampert,  expenses 25  00 

Thos.  Steele,  De  Pere,  posting  cards L  50 

J.  X.  Barney,  expenses 25  00 

Prairie  du  C'hien,  Union,  adv 11   00 

Alma  Blaetter,  Fountain  City,  adv 3  2~> 

Blanchardville  Blade,  adv 3  15 

Tomahawk  Leader,  adv 2  20 

Swedish  Printing  Co.,  Marinette,  adv 10  00 

13      1 1.  I'.  Schmidt,  expenses 50  36 

2500  1  cent  envelopes 28  50 

Walter  Sorenson,  expenses 15  00 

3000   1   cent  envelopes 33   72 

I.  C.  Baldwin,  org.  expenses 25  00 

13,  15     Fare  to  Portage,  13th  to  15th 1    74 

Cab *5 

Hotel    2  25 

Cigars 70 

Supper 65 

Fare  Portage  to  Sparta 1    5  | 

1  '.reakfast  for  2 1  00 

Fare,  Gref  &  Orput,  to  Viroqua 1  38 

Cigars  35 

Telephone    30 

Telegram    35 

Fare  for  2,  Viroqua  to  Sparta 138 

Cigars  at  Cashton 50 

Dinner  for  2 1   00 

Two  fares  Reedsburg 2  04 

Supper  for  ."i 1    75 

<  %ars  1   05 

II.  S.  Verder,  work  at  fair 5  00 

Auto  to  Baraboo 5  00 

Paid  on  trip  for  posting  and  distributing  cir- 
culars to  various  persons 25  00 

Paid   for  cards 1    50 

Lunch  at  Baraboo 60 
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Hotel  bill   1  50 

Cigars 60 

Fare  to   Madison 85 

3  dinners  at   Madison 2  25 

Cigars ". 25 

13  Lunch    35 

For  posting  lithos 5  75 

Telegrams    <s~> 

3  telephones 1  05 

Fare  to  Milwaukee' 1  64 

Parlor   car 35 

Porter 25 

Lunch  at  Milwaukee 15 

Hotel  bill   2  00 

Fare  to  Oshkosh 1  00 

Porter 15 

14  Package  ti  i  Neenah ■ 25 

String    15 

James  &  Edwards  Co..  bill 48 

6000  1  cent  envelopes 68  64 

15  Sturgeon   Hay  Advocate,  adv 5  00 

Buffalo  Co.  Journal 1  50 

Amherst  Advocate    1   80 

( ireen  Bay  Advertising  Co.,  for  dist.  posters.  .  9  50 

Clark  Co.   I  lerald,  adv 3  45 

Fairchild  Observer,  adv 3  00 

Minocqua  Times,  adv 2  50 

Globe  Printing  Co.,  bill 38  00 

Prentice  News,  adv 4  70 

Union  Grove  Enterprise,  adv 3  50 

Algoma  Record,  adv 3  00 

E.  J.  Kempf,  dist.  posters .  5  00 

Elizabeth  Stevens,   salary 4  75 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 7  00 

I  )aphne    I  [urlbutt,   salary 3  00 

Annabel  Fox,  salary 3  00 

Margaret  Brooks,  salary 3  00 

Charles  Hurlbutt,  salary 3  00 

15     George  Gillen,  salary 3  00 

Hazel  Christenson,  salary 2  00 

Esther  Cowling,  salary 3  00 
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Julia  Brooks,  salary   '   5  50 

Earl  Goettman,  salary   3  00 

Harvey  Heider,  salary   3  00 

Frank  Feivager,  salary 3  00 

Glen  Shaffer,  salary 3  00 

Ethel  Maurice,  salary 5  00 

Anna  Maurice,  salary  3  00 

Hazel  Hurlbutt,  salary 3  r>() 

Norma  Rehbein,  salary 3  00 

Meta  Schickedantz,  salary   3  00 

Vader  Moes  Ptg.  Co.,  bill 65  00 

Walter  Sorenson,  expenses 25  00 

William  Murray,  Campbellsport,  work 15  00 

R.  E.  Martin,  stenographic  work  .  .  .. 44  25 

A.  J.  Decker,  Fond  du  Lac,  expenses 28  40 

H.  P.  Schmidt,  expenses   39  48 

F.  A.  George,  Osseo,  Exp 15  05 

Kendall  Keystone,  Adv 1  60 

Forest  Republican,  Adv.  . 1   50 

The  Bugle.  Adv 2  60 

Adams  Co.  Press,  Adv 3  40 

Cassville  Record,  Adv 3  00 

Wausaukee  Ind.,  Adv 3  90 

Benton  Advocate,  Adv 2  00 

Pardeeville  Times,  Adv 1  50 

Roger  Williams,  Hillsboro,  expense 18  75 

Arthur  Holmes,  Trempealeau,  expense 25  00 

Sam  Guertin,  La  Crosse,  expenses 2  35 

Fall  River,  New  Era,  Adv 2  35 

Lodi  Enterprise,  Adv 3  25 

Colfax  Messenger,  Adv 6  75 

15     Phillips  Bee.  adv 2  25 

Brillion  News,  adv 3  44 

Bayfield  Co.  Press,  adv 1   00 

Cumberland    Advocate,   adv 2  50 

Columbus  Republican,  adv 3  25 

17     Fifield  Tribune,  adv 3  00 

Platteville  Witness,  adv 5  28 

Kewaunee  Co.  Banner,  adv 10  00 

M.  Laffey.  organization  expenses   50  00 

72 
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J.  G.  Thomas,  Antigo,  organization  expenses  50  00 

F.  F.  Wheeler.  Waupaca,  organization  exp.  50  00 

Thos.  Sherman.  Rhinelander,  organ,  exp....  10  00 

J.  N.   Stanley.   Chippewa   Falls,  organ,   exp.  25  00 

Lake  Mills  Leader,  adv 2  00 

Osceola   Sun,  adv 5  55 

I.  C.  Baldwin,  exp -     25  00 

J.  B.  Ashley.  Baraboo,  exp 50  00 

F.  Lampert.  salary  &  exp 150  00 

2,000  lc  envelopes  22  48 

W.  H.  Johnson,  Berlin,  work   25  00 

Ulrich  Moeekli,  Sheboygan,  exp 100  00 

Fare  to  Green  Bay  &  return 2  00 

Lunch  25 

Cab   25 

String    30 

I'.  S.  Express  70 

Telegrams    65 

Gas  mantles  &  chimneys 30 

18     Packages  to  Neenah 50 

Express    1  76 

F.  Lampert,  exp 25  00 

P.  J.  Koehler   500  00 

2,500  stamped  envelopes 33  10 

Park  Falls  Herald,  adv 2  95 

I.  M.  Stauffacher,  poll  list  Green  Co 6  00 

Inkwell    25 

F.  J.  Victoris,  Milwaukee,  work  &  exp 25  00 

G.  E.  Pratt,  River  Falls,  exp..   Pierce  Co.  .  .  50  00 
C.  E.  McMillan,  Sparta,  exp.,  Monro,.  Co...  75  00 

J.  H.  Young,  Eau  Claire,  exp 25  00 

A.  W.  McLeod,  Washburn,  exp 25  00 

G.  S.  McConoehie,  Madison,  exp 25  00 

I.  C.  Baldwin,  exp 75  00 

Geo.  D.  Orput,  3d  dist.,  exp 100  00 

Franz  Heyden,  work  in  Ozaukee,  Sheboygan. 

Manitowoc  &  Washington  Cos 100  00 

2,000  lc  envelopes   . 22  88 

String 20 

19     Wisconsin  Agriculturist,  adv 33  00 

Walter  Sorenson,  exp 15  00 
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•  I.  M.  Barney,  W.  Bend,  exp 50  00 

C.  J.  Smith,  Viroqua,  exp 50  00 

•I.  B.  Corrigan,  Milwaukee,  exp 50  00 

r.  s.  Express  1  40 

Tom  Pipe,  Waupaca,  distributing  papers....  :{  00 

G.   E.  Vandercook,  exp 50  00 

Parcel  delivery  75 

Package  to  Neenah 25 

I  'a  |  >er  file '05 

Lunch  for  two   50 

2.000  lc  envelopes  22  88 

J.  1).  Seiwert,  Oshkosh,  exp.  in  country 15  00 

F.  Lampert,  exp 25  00 

20  Express  4  14 

2,000  lc  envelopes   22  88 

Stamps   2  00 

Sauk  City  Pub.  Co.,  adv 2  55 

(Just   Winkel,  Clintonville,  (list,  posters 1  95 

Dr.  L.  A.  Hoffmeier,  Frederieh,  dist.  posters  2  00 

String 30 

Exchange  and  draft  to  C.  H.  Grant 10 

C.  H.  Grant.  St.  Point,  expense,  organization  50  00 

2,000— lc  envelopes  22  88 

( !rawford  ( !o.,  Independent,  adv 3  55 

Traveling  Men's  Pub.  Co.,  bal.  on  acct.  cut 

in  Traveling  men's  magazine 100  00 

21  Waukesha  Freeman,  adv 2  35 

Freeman  Pub.  Co.,  Pan  Claire,  adv 6  50 

Anttaja-Hurley,  adv.  and  posters  25  00 

Levi  Pollard,  expenses  50  00 

500— 2c  envelopes 10  .62 

L>000— 1.-    envelopes    22  88 

J.  M.  Bojand,  Green  Bay,  organization  exp.  25  oo 

Iola  Herald,  adv 2  00 

2000— lc  envelopes   22  88 

Allen  &  Weidner,  bill  35  60 

2000— lc    envelopes    22    88. 

22  Wilton  Herald,  adv 4  70 

Fox  River  Journal,  adv 12  00 

Badger  State  Banner,  adv 1  05 

Globe  Ptg.  Co.,  bill 38  00 
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Adams  Co.  Press,  adv 4  00 

Hanock  News,  adv 2  46 

Coon  Valley  News,  adv 2  25 

Kilbourn  Mirror  Gazette,  adv 4  00 

The  Bugle  Turtle  Lake,  adv 2  20 

Kewaunee  Ptg.  Co.,  adv 8  30 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary  7  00 

Margaret  Brooks,  salary 3  00 

Dorothy  Erdman,  salary 3  50 

Vader  Moes  Ptg.  Co.,  bill  190  00 

Esther  Cording,  salary    3  00 

Hazel  Hurlbutt,  salary    3  50 

Daphne  Hurlbutt,  salary  .  . 3  00 

Hazel  Christenson.  salary 3  00 

George  Gillen.  salary    3  00 

Ralph  Patterson,  salary   2  25 

Ella  Barber,  salary 2  50 

Helen  Barton,  salary    1  50 

Julia  Brooks,  salary   (40c    ex.    &    string    eh. 

$5.90)   5  50 

Annabel  Fox.  salary  3  00 

Ethel  Maurice,  salary  5  00 

Norma  Rehbein,  salary 3  00 

Mfeta  Schickedantz.  salary 3  00 

3.000  1c  envelopes  34  32 

Chas.  Hurlbutt,  salary  3  00 

Anna  Maurice,  salary  3  00 

Glen  Shaffer,  salary   3  00 

Frank  Fieweger,  salary   3  00 

Earl  Goettmann,  salary   3  00 

Harvey  Heider,  salary   3  00 

James  &  Edwards  Co.,  bill 1  44 

Good  Fellot  Pub.  Co.,  adv 7  50 

Cambridge  News,  adv 2  25 

Fare  to  Milwaukee,  adv 1  00 

Fare.  Milwaukee  to  Madison  for  2 3  28 

2  parlor  cars 70 

2  fares  to  La  Crosse,  with  sleepers 8  32 

Porter    25 

Auto  to  Salem  &  Bangor 10  50 

Cigars 65 
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2  dinners  1  50 

2  suppers 1  50 

Telegrams    90 

Telephones    60 

Telegrams    98 

Hotel  bill 8  50 

2  fares  to  Eau  Claire 4  50 

Dinner  for  2  1  00 

2  telephones 55 

Telegram    35 

Messenger  15 

Street  car 20 

2  fares  to  Hudson 2  70 

Parlor  car  for  2 70 

2  fares  to  Eau  Claire  2  70 

Lunch 60 

Cab  1  00 

Water  bill,  Eau  Claire  4  50 

Telegrams    70 

Cab  1  00 

2  fares  to  Marshfielcl 3  76 

1  fare  Marshfielcl  to  Oshkosh   2  06 

2  dinners  on  train  2  50 

Parlor  car  for  2 1  00 

Porter    25 

J.  H.  Young,  Eau  Claire,  exp 25  00 

J.  H.  Stanley,  Chippewa  Falls,  exp 15  00 

24     Express 2  31 

Hammers   50 

Package  to  Neenah   25 

String 30 

Fare,  Milwaukee  to  Oshkosh.  paid  on  train.  .  1  72 

Parlor  car  25 

Supper  on  train  1  30 

Porter 15 

M.  Polyschinski,  Oshkosh,  work 10  00 

Five  telegrams  2  05 

1,000  lc  envelopes  11  44 

J.  G.  Thomas,  Antigo,  exp 51  00 

Nels  Johnson 10  00 

Chas.  Speck,  Prairie  du  Chien,  exp 25  00 
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W.  R.  Peekham,  Richland  Center,  exp 25  00 

Thos.  Sherman,  Rhinelander,  exp 10  00 

J.  II.  Bradbury,  Jackson  Co.,  exp. 40  00 

L.  W.  Beach,  exp 25  00 

Marinette  Volksbote,  adv 10  00 

Rice  Lake  ( Jhronotype,  adv 7  65 

Westby  Times,  adv 1  50 

Portage  Co.  Press,  adv -1  00 

La  Nostra  Terra.  Hurley,  adv 10  00 

New  Auburn  Times,  adv 1  00 

Roonust   Pub.  Co.,  adv 5  50 

Oshkosh  Office  Supply  Co.,  bill 3  50 

P.  J.  Koehler,  exp 500  00 

W.  J.  McEldowney,  La  Crosse  Co.,  exp 50  00 

(►scar  Hulberg,  [j;i  Crosse  Co.,  exp 50  00 

3.001)    lc   envelopes    34   32 

0.  II.  Reynolds.  Marshfield,  exp 100  00 

C.  H.  Grant,  St.  Point,  exp 100  00 

R.  E.  Martin,  stenographic  work 39  00 

Stoughton   Hub.   adv ' 2  30 

2.000  lc  envelopes   22  88 

Journal   Gazette    (Monroe),  adv 7  50 

Forest  Republican,  adv 2  00 

Boscobel  Sentinel,  adv 1  6D 

J.  H.  Stanley,  Chippewa  Palis,  exp 75  00 

P.  P.  Wheeler,  Waupaca    50  00 

Walter  Sorenson.  exp 25  00 

G.  E.  Vandercook.  exp 150  00 

Jules  Parmenter,  Green  Bay,  exp 200  00 

25     E.  Kraning,  Oshkosh,  work 10  00 

AVm.  Dubbenpost,  W.  River,  work   10  00 

Express    65 

Ellsworth  printing  bill   16  25 

25     W.  J.  I  lay,  rent 20  00 

C.  E.  McMillan,  Sparta,  expenses 95-00 

1.  C.  Baldwin,  Juneau  Co.,  expenses 150  00 

J.  M.  Boland,  Green  Bay,  expenses 100  00 

Geo.  W.  Lotta,  Antigo,  expenses 42  50 

W.  R.  Peckham,  Richland  Center,  expenses.  .  40  00 

Fred  Gehr,  Green  Bay,  posters 4  70 

Wood  County  Times,  adv 1  50 
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Eagle  River  Review,  adv 2    !  •» 

Menominee  Falls  News,  adv 1    50 

River   Falls  Journal,  adv 2   55 

(  Hidden  Enterprise 2  55 

Pioneer  Pub.  Co.,  Iron  River,  adv 2   (id 

1  )elavan   Enterprise    2  60 

3000   1   cent  envelopes 34    32 

( reo.  1).  Orput,  3d  Dist.,  expenses 200  00 

A.  F.  Leitz,  Utica,  work <    (l() 

E.  R.  Hicks,  expenses 50  DO 

A.  C.  Martin,  Neillsville,  expenses 25  00 

Edward  Mayhart,  Marathon  Co 15  00 

W.  F.  Hooker,  Milwaukee,  part  salary  as  ad- 
vertising agent  at  Milwaukee 150  00 

Geo.  H.  Revnolds.  expense  organizing  Wood 

Co ■. 400  <».. 

F.  H.  Brady.  Forest  Co.,  expense 50  00 

I.  A.  Fish,  Racine  Co 100  00 

C.  A.  Coon,  Grant  Co 210  :  1 

J.  1 1.  Bradbury,  Jackson  Co 50  00 

W.  Y.  Burton,  Hudson,  expense 25  00 

Wesley  Vanderhoof,  Clark  Co.,  expense 15  00 

1000    1   cent   envelopes    (ck.    for  $34.32,  bal. 

credit)    •  •  ■  H  2d 

Dr.  j.  C.  Capron,  expenses  men  to  Oshkosh.  .  TO  40 

lames  Johnson,  (  )shkosh,  work 25  00 

25  Frank  Cross,  Winneconne,  work  and  service 

men  primary  day 25  00 

Henry  Ritchie,  Oshkosh,  work  before  and  on 

primary  day ^ "  ()tl 

F.  ( roodrich,  work •>  ,)n 

26  H.   L.  Williams,  workers  primary  day,  Win. 

Co 15  <»;> 

S.    L.    Smith,    T.    Al^oma.    workers    primary 

day.  Win.  Co 10  °° 

Joe  Bristols,  T.  Nekim,  workers  primary  day, 

Win.  Co :;  °° 

P.  J.  Koehler,  expenses 500  00 

I.   E.   Corrigan,  expenses 50  00 

Paul  Rix,  Dodge  and  Wash.  Cos 100-  00 

Fred  Diacon,  Oshkosh,  work  primary  day 5  00 
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Eugene  Clark,  work 5  00 

Cigars  for  polls  and  workers 2  00 

Stamps 2  00 

21      C.   W.   Schoenian,  T.  Oshkosh,  workers  pri- 
mary day 25  00 

Winnebago  Traction  Co.,  fares 1<>  20 

Waupaca  Leader,  adv G  00 

Markesan  Herald,  adv 1  50 

Dairy  Market  Reporter,  adv 2  85 

Florence  Mining  news,  adv 25  00 

Lodi   Enterprise,   adv 3  25 

Clark  Engraving  &  Ptg.  Co.,  cuts 55  00 

Two  Rivers  Reporter,  adv 3  05 

Wisconsin    Agriculturist,   adv 47  00 

Fenriimore    Times,  adv 1    &0 

Van  Metre,  Welch  Co.,  adv 3  10 

H.   P.   Schmidt,  expenses 59   70 

R.  C.  Fairbank,  expenses 100  00 

W.  11.  Becker,  (  Dunn  Co.),  expenses 50  00 

F.  J.   Pierson,  adv 3  00 

J.  (  ',.  Thomas,  expense (il   00 

Walter    Sorenson,    expense 15  00 

I".   |.  Peterson,  L.  Geneva,  expense 50  00 

21      Levi    Pollard,  expense 150  00 

J.    II.    Bradbury 50  00 

5()()  2  cent  envelopes 10  62 

Eugene  Clark,   work 10  00 

G.  D.  Orput,  workers  on  primary  day  in  all 
counties  of  3d  congressional  district 800  00 

M.  C.   Phillips,  expense 4  50 

A.  W.  McLeod,  Washburn,  expense 50  00 

I'.  J.  Koehler,  expense 1,000  00 

E.  A.  Hartman,  expense 50  00 

Jute  Hanson,  expense,  Waupaca  Co 5  00 

E.  J.  Gamble,  Dodge  Co.,  expense 50  00 

P.  A.  Rix,  expense 30  00 

F.  J.  Victoris,  expense 25  00 

11L     F.  Lampert,  expense 15  00 

J.  Christenson,  work 5  00 

500  2  cent  envelopes 10  62 

2000  1  cent  envelopes 22  88 
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B.  F.  Armstrong,  expense,  Racine  Co 75  00 

J.  B.  Schneller,  expense,  Win.  Co 25  00 

F.  Lampert,  expense,  Win.  Co 25  00 

A.   P.  Adams,  work.  Win.  Co 5  00 

2000  1  cent  envelopes 22  88 

StrinS    ...'.'.'.  20 

StnnS    ' 05 

Expense  to  Neenah 50 

G.  I.  Murphy,  city,  work 2  00 

Geo.  McKenna,  work 5  qq 

29     Express    -,   ^ 

1   t  o 

Crawford  Co.  Press,  adv 3  25 

Fairchild  Observer,  adv 4.  20 

River  Palls  Times,  adv 4  50 

Manitowoc  News,  adv 5  qq 

29     Buffalo  Co.  Journal,  adv 1  50 

Kiraskum  Statesman,  adv g  5^ 

Clark  Co.  Herald,  adv 3  39 

Athens  Ptg.  Co.,  adv 2  00 

Brodhead  Independent,  adv 2  90 

Cedarburg  News,  adv 3  qq 

Waukesha  Fireman,  adv 3  00 

Weyauwega  Chronicle,  adv 4  80 

North  Freedom  Journal,  adv 3  50 

Colfax  Messenger,  adv 5  00 

New  Auburn  Times,  adv 2  00 

De  Pere  News,  adv 4  20 

Sturgeon  Bay  Advocate,  adv 10  50 

Kenosha  Telegraph  Courier,  adv 2  00 

Boscobel  Sentinel,  adv 2  00 

Iowa  County  Review,  Lone  Rock,  adv 6  00 

Oconomowoc  Free  Press,  adv 7  20 

Monroe  Sentinel,  adv 3  55 

Ree&sburg  Free  Press,  adv 6  30 

Hillsboro  Sentry  Enterprise,  adv 1  90 

Milton  Herald,  adv 3  35 

Brandon  Times,  adv 5  00 

Rhinelander  New  North,  adv 5  35 

Vilas  Co.  News,  adv 3  00 

Dodge  Co.  Citizen,  adv 3  00 

Hicks  Ptg.  Co.,  100  dailies 2  00 
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Eau  Claire  Leader,  adv 12  UO 

Work,  .Marquette  Co 5  00 

G.  E.  Pratt,  River  Falls,  exp 15  00 

( ;<•<>.  H.  Reynolds 100  00 

Dr.  II.  A.  Mielke,  Clintonville,  exp 25  00 

Workers    in    Milwaukee,    aside    from    Head- 
quarters      500  00 

Jules  Parmenter,  organ.  Brown  Co 350  00 

Walter    Callies,    Oshkosh.    workers,    primary 

day    15  00 

D.  A.  Jones,  Jr.,  painting  2  banners 3  00 

F.  Lampert,  exp.,  primary   workers 73  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary 7  50 

Margaret  Brooks,  salary   3  50 

Hazel   Hurl  butt,  salary   4  00 

Daphne  Hurlbutt.  salary 3  50 

Annabel  Fox.  salary   3  50 

Esther  Conling.  salary    3  50 

Etta  Barber,  salary   3  50 

Helen  Horton.  salary    3  50 

George  Giltob,  salary 3  50 

Ralph  Patterson,  salary    3  30 

Herbert  Hum,  salary   3  00 

Hazel  Christenson.  salary 3  50 

Earl  Goettmann.  salary   3  00 

Harvey  Heiden,  salary    3  00 

Frank  Fieweger,  salary   3  00 

Phillip  Hum.  salary   3  00 

Anna  Maurice,  salary 3  00 

Ethel  Maurice,  salary   5  00 

Glen  Shaffer,  salary 3  00 

Chas.  Hurlbutt,  salary   3  00 

Norma  Retbein,  salary   3  00 

Meta  Schlickedantz.  salary 3  00/ 

Vader  Moes  Ptg.  Co..  bill    66  00 

2,000  lc  envelopes  ." 22  88 

John  D.  Lienert,  workers,  primary  day 20  00 

F.  Lampert,  workers,  in  county,  primary  day  100  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary,  $6.00;  exp..  $10.00.  ...  16  05 
W.    H.    Babeoek,    Oshkosh,    work,    Columbia 

county   15  00 
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C.  H.  Grant.  St.  Point,  exp 100  00 

A.  A.  Daman,  exp..  Spencer 10  00 

Stoughton  Hub 5  00 

W.  V.  Burton,  Hudson,  exp 25  00 

Roger  Williams.  Hillsboro,  exp 25  00 

Herman    Kant.    Oshkosh,    workers,    primary 

day    5  00 

E.  J.  Thomas,  ring,  work,  primary  day 5  00 

M.  Rogscheinski,   work,  primary   day 5  00 

Lester  Lampert,  distributing  posters 6  00 

E.  Marquette",  distributing  posters 5  00 

\V.  ■).  Bohan,  Oshkosh,  workers,  primary  day  50  00 

Ulrich  Moeelli,  Sheboygan,  organ,  exp 50  00 

Wm.  Reedy,  workers  and  exp..  Oshkosh 7  00 

A\\  Weishaff,  workers  and  exp.,  Oshkosfi....  5  00 

James  Ilarra,  workers  and  exp.,  Oshkosh...  15  00 

E.  Brelow,  workers  and  exp.,  Oshkosh 5  00 

E.  Kant,  workers  and  exp..  Oshkosh 3  00 

Phillip  Pfaffenrath,  exp..  Oshkosh 3  00 

31     J.  Christenson.  work.  Oshkosh    5  00 

J.  Poole,  work.  Oshkosh  5  00 

J.  Pable.  work,  primary  and  before 5  00 

W.  I).  McKenna,  work,  primary  and  oefore.  5  00 

J.  Lourkm.  Utica,  work,  primary  and  before  5  00 

Package  to  Neenah    25 

Marshfield,  News,  adv 25  00 

Shawano  Co.  Journal,  adv 4  30 

Bloomington  Record,  adv 1  00 

Independence  Xews  Wave,  adv lb  20 

Reedstown  Tribune,  adv 7  80 

Evansville  Enterprise,  adv 3  50 

Delavan  Republic,  adv 1  85 

Centuria  Outlook,  adv 5  00 

Bayfield  Co.  Press,  adv 15  00 

Rice  Lake  Times,  adv 4  40 

Cumberland  Advocate,  adv 6  25 

Frederic  Star,  adv 5  80 

Der  Botsehaefer 

Schleisingerville.   adv 7  40 

Green  Bay  Gazette,  adv 7  50 

Brown  Co.,  adv 2  00 
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Fall  River  New  Era,  adv 3  2l» 

Stanley  Republican,  adv 10  80 

Dells  Reporter,  adv.   . .  .y 1  62 

Antigo  Republican,  adv 20  60 

Badger  Blade  (Rio) ,  adv 3  00 

Prentice  News,  adv ." 4  80 

Campbellsport  News,  adv 11  90 

Sheboygan  Herald,  adv 3  25 

Brillion  News,  adv 4  55 

Plymouth  Post,  adv 3  50 

Hartford  Times,  adv 3  00 

Cassville  Record,  adv. 5  00 

La  Nostra  Terre,  adv 10  00 

Adams  Co.  P'ess,  adv 2  80 

La  Crosse  Co.  Record,  adv 3  00 

Alma  Center  News,  adv 3  30 

Barron  Co.  News,  adv 6  45 

Bugle,  Turtle  Lake,  adv 2  50 

Montreal  River  Mines,  adv 10  00 

Wausaukee  Independent,  adv 6  20 

Arcadia  Leader,  adv 5  00 

Hancock  News,  adv 2  10 

Merrill  Advocate,  adv 4  90 

River  Falls  Journal,  adv 3  15 

Rice  Lake  Leader,  adv 6  65 

Arcadia  Anzeigler,  adv 7  50 

Merrillan  Leader,  adv 1  40 

Green  Bay  Review,  adv 6  00 

Mazomanie  Cycle,  adv 2  00 

"Wonewoc  Reporter,  adv 2  00 

Westfield  Central  Union,  adv 8  00 

Manawa  Advocate,  adv 5  35 

31     Oconomowoc  Enterprise,  adv 2  25 

Waushara  Argus,  adv 3  50 

Broadhead    Independent,   adv 3  40 

Portage  Press,  adv 3  50 

Stoughton  Courier,  adv 5  00 

Wisconsin  Tobacco  Register,  adv 3  00 

Barneveld   Register,   adv 3  75 

Cambridge  News,  adv 3  25 

Mellen  Weekly,  adv 4  20 
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Green  I  ,ake  Reporter,  adv 3  55 

Kewanuee  Co.  Banner,  adv 18  10 

Bangor   [ndependent,  adv 2  00 

A.  S.   Martin,  Neillsville,  expense 10  00 

J.  M.  Boland,  expense,  Brown  Co 100  00 

E.  A.   Dean,  expense,  Waushara  Co 25  00 

(i.  X.  Scott,  Hancock,  expense 10  00 

Walter    Sorenson 15  00 

P.  J.   Koehler 1,000  00 

1  [ighland  Press,  adv 10  00 

Whitewater   Register,  adv 4  70 

Herman  Kehler,  W.  Bloomfield,  work 10  00 

J.  E.  Corrigan,  expense 150  00 

G.  E.  Yandercook,  expense 100  00 

Ashland   Xews,  adv 10  00 

Good  fellow  Pub.  Co.,  adv 14  20 

Milton  Jet.  Telephone 2  80 

Baraboo  Xews,  adv 1  40 

Pioneer  Pub.  Co 2  45 

Chas.  Maguire,  work  and  expense,  Oshkosh.  .  5  00 

Chas.  Perrin,  work  and  expense,  Oshkosh.  ..  5  00 

Chas.  Marquette,  work  and  expense,  Oshkosh  -">  <>() 

D.  Laurence,  work  and  expense,  Oshkosh...  5  00 

F.  Lampert,  work  and  expense,  Oshkosh 15  00 

.".1      A.  F.  Leitz,  Elo,  work  and  workers  at  primary  9  50 

Dorothy    Erdman,   salary 2  00 

Fred  Diaeon.  work,   Oshkosh 5  on 

H.  L.  Dustman,  work,  Oshkosh 5  00 

(  i.  W.  McKenna,  5  days  and  expenses 25  00 

J.  W.  Long,  2  days  and  expenses 5  00 

Oshkosh   Base   Pall   Assn.,  part  admission  of 
Xeenah  people  to  grounds,  balance  pledged 

by  J.   P.  Schneller L00  00 

Jute  1  lanson,  expenses,  Waupaca 2   11) 

C.    I  I.   Grant,   expenses 1""   00 

J.   M.    Boland,  expenses 50  00 

Ultich  Moeckli,  expenses  50  00 

1  'ackage  to  Xeenah  ..." 25 

Express    ^ 

Rev.  Teho  Irion  for  church 1"  00 

Total    $18,493  81 
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Sept.     1     G.  Pfeiffer,  cigars $15  00 

Hazel  Hurlbutt,  balance  salary 1  75 

N.  Simon,  balance  expenses 43  44 

Geo.  Gillen,  salary 3  00 

Elpba  Brooks,  salary 1    00 

G.  S.  McConocbie,  expenses 25  00 

Gus  Wjohldt,  Oshkosh,  work  primary  day.  .  .  .  3  00 

R.  Renks,  ( )sbkosb.  work  primary  clay  ....  3  00 

E.  Ratbke.  work  primary  clay 3  00 

\Y.  W.  Meyerm,  workers  primary  day 10  00 

John  Pable,  workers  primary  day 5  00 

John  Weinke,  workers  primary  day 5  00 

P.  Obendorfer,  work  2  days 5  00 

H.  Dustman,  work  2  days 5  00 

H.  Damuth,  work  2  days 5  00 

\Y.  J.  Collins,  work  2  clays ■      5  00 

C.  Fugelberg,  work  2  days 5  00 

11.  Ritcbke.  work  2  days 3  00 

1 1.  Kreutzer,  work  2  days 5  00 

E.  Below,  workers  2  days 7  00 

E.  Clark,  work  2  days 5  00 

J.  Harra,  work  2  days 5  00 

J.  D.  Sienert,  work  2  days 5  00 

Chas.  Thomas,  work  2  days 5  00 

St.   Josephs   Brotherhood,  contribution 5  00 

F.  E.  Long,  services,  primary  day  and  before  5  on 
Fred  Below,  services,  primary  day  and  before  5  00 

Rev.  Runkell,  for  church 10  00 

J.  H.  Bradbury,  on  acct 3 > 

F.  Lampert,  expenses 50  00 

American  Express,  bill 126  55 

10,  11,  12   Expenses  in   Milwaukee 13  45 

16     Expenses  in   Milwaukee 3  72 

Sept.  18     Baraboo  Republic,  adv 4  20 

Princeton  Republic,  adv 4  SO 

Dodgeville  Sun  Republican,  adv 13  65 

Kiel  Nat'l  Zeitung,  adv '  2  50 

Wild  Rose  Times,  adv 10  70 

Castle  Pierce  Ptg.  Co.,  bill 42  00 

Rice  Lake  Chronotype,  adv 3  00 

Watertown   Times,  adv 2  00 
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Platteville  Journal,  adv 5  00 

Trempealeau  Herald,  adv 25  00 

Grantsburg  Journal,  adv 1  50 

Whitewater  Gazette,  adv 1  00 

Republican  Observer,  adv 5  90 

Eau  Claire  Leader,  adv 30  50 

H.  Derksen  &  Sons,  bill   10  50 

Peshtigo  Times,  adv 5  80 

Forest  Republican,  adv 22  50 

Oconto  Reporter,  adv 1  50 

Postal  Telegraph  Co.,  bill   4  80 

J.  M.  Horn,  bill    2  15 

Hartland  News 2  50 

R.  E.  Martin,  stenographic  work 50  50 

( Jhetek  Alert,  adv 14  00 

Butternut  Eagle,  adv 2  00 

Kilbourn   Events,  adv 4  94 

Dodgeville  Chronicle,  adv 5  45 

Fitield  Tribune,  adv 2  65 

Dallas  Republican,  adv 3  00 

Kaukaunee  Times,  adv 3  50 

Galesville  Republican,  adv 6  45 

Endeavor  Epitome,  adv 1   10 

Hicks  Printing  Co.,  adv 74  00 

Pardeeville  Times,  adv 2  95 

( >wen   Enterprise  adv 10  00 

Watertown  Gazette,  adv 2  8b 

Baldwin  Bulletin,  adv 2  10 

Antigo  Journal,  adv 11   00 

Medford  Star  News,  adv 2  40 

Barron  Co.  Shield,  adv 9  00 

Sauk  County  News,  adv 3  15 

G.  Roth,  bill   7  50 

J.  Wickmann.  bill    3  00 

[sing  &  Auter 3  00 

Anton  Scheuer  Co.,  bill  3  00 

Win.  Wichmann.  bill 16  50 

Tomahawk  Leader,  adv 11  00 

Dunn  Co.  News,  adv 10  50 

Bloomer  Advocate,  adv 2  00 

Cochrane  Landsman,  adv 2  35 
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Menokonee  Falls  News,  adv 2  00 

Augusta  Eagle,  adv 4  23 

Janesville  Independent,  adv 5  00 

Cadott  Blade,  adv 4  20 

Cameron  Review,  adv 4  20 

Spring  Valley  Sun,  adv 7  50 

Waterloo  Democrat,  adv 6  85 

Neillsville  Times,  adv 5  10 

Lake  Mills  Leader,  adv 1  70 

Duggan  Printing  Co.,  bill    429  7£ 

M.  H.  Goettmann,  cigars  17  50 

Withee  Sentinel,  adv 8  85 

J.  E.  "Williams,  posting  lithos   16  00 

II.  C.  Jenkins,  Cigar  Co..  bill  12  00 

Oshkosh  Gas  Light  Co..  bill   2  00 

Wis.  Telephone  Co..  bill    60  15 

Western  Union  Co.,  bill  51  61 

Win.  Ward.  Almond,  work   56  00 

Hay  Hardware  Co.,  tacks   67 

Oconto  Enquirer   90 

Money  order   03 

Julia  R.  Brooks,  salary 5  50 

F.  Lampert,  Bla.  bill  75  50 

W.  J.  Hay,  rent   15  00 

Sauk  City  Pub.  Co.,  adv 3  40 

La.  Crosse  Leader,  press,  adv 45  25 

La   Crosse  Tribune,  adv 60  00 

J.  D.  Sewert.  lively,  Sept,  1    13  00 

E.  A.  Hartmen,  bal,  expense   15  00 

Kewaunee  Printing  Co..  bill   24  75 

P.  h.  Callahan,  expenses,  Art,  L 24  45 

J.  D.  Howard,  Berlin,  bal.  expense   7  00 

19     T.  A.  Getchens,  work,  before  and  at  primary  25  00 

Cambridge  News,  adv 3  10 

21      George   Boland,   service,   Milwaukee    17  40 

Julia  Brooks,  salary   5  50 

Fare,  Milwaukee    1  00 

Fare,  Madison    1  64 

Hotel  bill   5  25 

Meals    4  25 

Fare,   Oshkosh    2  03 
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Lunch 30 

J.    II.    Bradbury,    expenses    5  00 

Jack   Hurry,  services  primary  day   2  00 

Elpha  Brooks,  salary   7  00 

28  Eugene   Clarke,   bal.   expenses    35  70 

29  -J.  II.  .Jones,  services,  primary  day    3  00 


Total    *2,012  56 

Total  prior  to  Oct.  1,  1908. 

January    $223   82 

February   172  50 

March 304  21 

April 410  71 

May 744  58 

June   1,393  015 

July 4,020  65 

August    18,492  81 

September   2,021   50 


Total $26,776  00 

Credit  by  checks  returned 

1.   A.   Fish $35  00 

Jules  Parmenter   38  00 

Fan  Claire  Leader,  overcharge 14  00 

$85  00 


Unpaid  bills  in  various  amounts  for  which 
we  are  liable 


Grand  Total 

To  Aug.  1 

Incurred  and  unpaid.  . 


Oct.     1     Glidden  Enterprise,  Adv 

Herman  Kent,  work  primary  day 
Algoma  Record,  Adv 


$28,691 

00 

332 

07 

$29,023 

0? 

$7,269 

63 

322 

63 

$7,592 

26 

3 

20 

5 

00 

2 

00 
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Cuba  City  News  I  lerald,  Adv t  35 

Janesville  Gazette,  Adv.  . 11  00 

LaYalle  Leader,  Adv 3  10 

Abbotsford  Calrion,  Adv 6  35 

Shiocton  News,  Adv 5  00 

Monroe  Times,  Adv I  50 

Fare,  Milwaukee   1  G2 

Fare,  Oshkosh 1   00 

Dinner   65 

Street  ear 15 

3     Vernon  County  Censor,  Adv 5  00 

Gillette  Times,  Adv 2  50 

5     N.  J.  H.  Bradbury,  on  account  75  00 

W.  F.  Hooker,  bal.  salary  150  00 

La  Crosse  Chronicle,  Adv 31  75 

H.  P.  Schmidt,  bal.  exp 96  88 

G.  F.  Gassie,  work  and  writings 60  00 

(  >scar  I  [ulberg,  La  Crosse,  bal.  exp 6  <><) 

Peter  Mitchell,  Weston,  bal.  exp 6  00 

( i.  Thomas,  Horley,  bal.  exp 31  00 

5     E.  L.  Howe,  Ripon,  bal.  adv.  and  exp 17   75 

('•     J.  M.  Barney,  bal.  expenses 178  50 

:      F.  T.  Groelle,  Manitowoc,  bal.  exp 260  95 

Washington  Co.  Pub.  Co.,  adv.  and  work  .  .  82  25 

M.  Lappey,  bal.  expenses   237  00 

C.  II .  Speck,  Prairie  du  Chien,  bal.  expenses  130  50 

P.  A.  Rix,  Hartford,  bal.  exp 227  00 

C.  A.  Coon,  Palmyra,  bal.  exp 260  0!) 

8     H.  S.  Sloan,  Milw.,  bal.  exp 74  01 

A.  W.  McLeod,  Washburn,  bal.  exp 96  00 

A.  A.  Holmes,  Trempealeau,  bal.  adv 66  69 

F.  J.  Peterson,  L.  Geneva,  bal.  expenses  ..  ..  91  05 

F.  C.  Larsen,  Uelavan,  bal.  exp 10  50 

H.  Bradbury,  bal.  exp.  for  self,  Wm.  Lorne- 

ville,  Wm.  Baume  and  James  Allen 37    91 

J.  R.  McDonald,  Black  River  Falls,  livery  ..  21  50 

WTestern  Union  bill 3  77 

Milwaukee  Daily  News,  adv 185  94 

Grant  Co.  Herald 50  00 

J.  B.  Ashley,  Baraboo,  bal.  exp.  and  service  172  00 
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Emily,  Opitz,   Mil.   salary,  stenographer  at 

Milwaukee  headquarters  lo  on 

Franz  I  [eyden,  bal.  exp 200  00 

Germania-Herald,  adv 392  50 

S.  B.  McAuley,  Beloit,  bal.  work  and  ex])...  Hi  00 

Milwaukee  Journal,  adv.   ;  -j; !   qo 

Wis.  Tel.  Co.  bill  '"  30  35 

A.  E.  Roese,  ( )sceola,  bal.  hill 92  00 

(  )sceola  Sun.  adv. .,-   ()() 

La  Fiana  Pub.  Co.,  Chicago,  adv 100  00 

Catholic  Citizen.  Mil.,  adv 28  50 

<  rermania  I  [erald,  hill  j    ,;  - 

Riverside  Ptg.  Co..  Mil.  bill   87  00 

Arthur  A.  Frank  Co.,  Mil.  hill  6  (M) 

Wm.  C.  Kruel  Co..  Mil.  hill : :    9o 

1  rross  Hdw.  Co.,  .Mil.  hill  3  :  - 

1  Intel  Pfister,  Mil.  hill ]s  50 

F.  J.  Sullivan.  Mil.  hill 3,;,,   <  - 

Leo  A.  Abraham  Co..  Mil.  hill ]5  ()() 

E.  W.  Libbv.  Butte  des  Morts,  work 26  50 

M.  A.  Harry.  Lodi.  work 5  qo 

M.  C.  Phillips.  Oshkosh,  exp lo  45 

^  is.  Trust  Co..  rent.  Mil.  headquarters -A    01; 

J  as.  Dries,  Mil.  work 5  (MI 

Walter  Shirathen,  Milwaukee  work 20  35 

Clark  Engraving  and  Ptg.  Co.  bill 20  35 

L.  Breithaupt  Ptg.  Co.,  Mil.  hill 60  00 

10     Mayward  &  Pond.  Oshkosh  bill 23  50 

G.  S.   McConochie,   Aladison 77  40 

J.  M.  Fisher,  Antigo,  bal.  work 10  00 

( )wne  Enterprise,  adv p,  ()() 

1 1.  Damuth,  work  primary  day  . 5  00 

Julia  Brooks,  salary r>  ()() 

W.  P.  Stillwell,  Waushara  Co.  list 5  00 

S.  D.  Fisher.  Brodhead,  bal.  expense 5  63 

Milwaukee  Sentinel  bill    357   74 

Ashland  Press 1()  gQ 

Seckert  &  Baum,  Milwaukee  bill  ■>■>  57 

Remington  Typ.  Co.  bill 9  (l0 

T.  L.  Dunbar,  work 44  00 

12     A.  I,.  Stonewell,  Prairie  du  Chien,  bal.  exp..  84  9o 
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II.  Young",  Eau  Claire,  bal.  exp 31  25 

S.  K.  Webster,  Columbus,  bal.  exp 24  85 

Jul.  Wickert,  Oshkosh,  bal.  expense  Gl  G8 

W.  11.  Johnston,  Oshkosh,  removing  sign.  .  1  00 

13  1.  W.  Lang,  work  primary  day 5  00 

(  Tescent  Correspondence  Co.,  Mil.  bill 41  81 

Evening  Wisconsin,  Milwaukee  bill  633   75 

Mandel  Engraving  Co.,  Milwaukee  bill 5  14 

Waukesha  Raxo  Co.,  Milw.  bill 11  38 

Schweitzer  Livery  Co.,  Milw.  bill 3  00 

Sullivan  Printing  Co.,  Milw.  bill 59  50 

W.  ( i.  Williams,  Mil.  bill 10  00 

J.  G.  Thomas,  Antigo,  bal.  exp 80  00 

11     Towell  Bros.,  Mil.  bill 18  00 

Xowiny  Pub.  Co.,  Mil.  bill 61  50 

Kuryer  Pub.  Co 41  00 

Wisconsin  Telephone  Co.,  Milw.  bill 64  52 

14  P.  J.  Koehler,  Milw.,  bal.  exp 1092  42 

ir>     F.  P.  Wheeler.  Waupaca,  bal.  services  and 

expenses   104  13 

Walter    Sorenson,    Waupaca,    bal.    services 

and  expenses   140  15 

1 ;     G.  W.  Baird,  Florence,  bal.  services  and  ex- 
penses     28  00 

22     Aug.  Russ,  Sugar    Bush,  bal.   services  and 

expenses   15  00 

26     O.  H.  Ellsworth,  Ripon,  bal.  adv 15  00 

H.  Ford  Pub.  Co.,  Milw..  bal.  adv 75  00 

Thos.  Curran,  Perlin.  bal.  account 20  00 

E.  W.  Tracy,  Milw.  bal.  account 84  75 

J.  M.  Paland,  Green  Bay.  bal.  account 289  95 

O.  G.  Oleson,  Palaski,  bal.  account  26  00 

Wm.  Peterson,  Neenah,  bal.  account 60  00 


$8,208  89 


Nov.    4     J.  C.  Baldwin,  bal.  acct 522  20 

7     Waupun  Record,  bal.  adv 47  85 

J.  C  Pierce,  Wild  Rose,  bal;  acct 50  25 

\W  H.  Termouth,  livery 2  50 

J.  IT.  Bradbury,  bal.  acct.  (Oct.  1  check)...  .  10  00 
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Fare,  Milwaukee  |  (  >ct.  L2)   1  00 

Fare,  Oshkosh   I  62 

1  )inner  and  supper  1  00 

L0     Whitehead  &  I  [oag  ( '<>..  Newark,  X.  Y.,  bal. 

on  acct.  from  Milw.  headquarters •">'i|i  20 


Dec.    9     Montello  Express,  adv 

1 1      Fare,  Milwaukee  on  Orput  matter 

Dinner  on  train 

Supper  for  2  

Breakfast   , 

!  )inner   

Hotel    

Supper 

Fare,  Oshkosh   

15     100  stamped  envelopes 


SM 

56 

62 

o 
o 

So 

1 

00 

1 

00 

1 

95 

40 
tio 

1 

on 

75 

1 

62 

2 

13 

$13  65 


1909 

July     5     Stamped  envelopes   $2  63 

Telephone.  Oct.  toll   5  55 

7  Fare  Milwaukee    [62 

Room    1   00 

Breakfast    20 

Fare  Madison    1   n4 

Parlor  car    25 

Dinner  for  2   T   00 

Supper    5° 

Room    1    5° 

Breakfast    •  4° 

Dinner  for  3    T   5° 

Lunch    25 

Fare  Oshki  >sh    202 

8  Telephone.   Nov.  toll    2  35 

Fare  Milwaukee    1   00 

Dinner  1  >n  train 9° 

Supper  for  3   2   10 

Breakfast    3° 
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Room    i   50 

Dinner    for   2    1    10 

Telephone  to  Xeenah    60 

Fare  Oshkosh   1  62 

12     Fare  Milwaukee    1   62 

Dinner  on  train    1   00 

Street  car 10 

Fare  Oshkosh   1  62 

18     2  fares  Xeenah  and  return   80 

20     Meyers  Service  Co.,  hal  acct 64  99 

L.  A.  Brunkhorst,  in  full  settlement  of  claim 

of  Geo.  D.  Orput  for  services 275  00 

$376  67 

Feb.      3     Hemingway  &  Lange,  Janesville,  jn  full  of 

acct.  of  L.  F.  Rahr  for  services $75  00 

Brandon  Times,  hal.  subs,  for  1908 1    50 

Fare  Xeenah  and  return   4°' 

$76  90 

(  )ctober    $8,208  89 

Xovember    956  62 

December    12  65 

January     376  67 

February    76  90 

$9,632  73 
Amount  unpaid,  time  of  filing- 
statement    191   00 

Total  paid  since  Oct.  1 $9,823  77, 

Amount  received  since  Oct.  1.  11.850  00 
Amount  remaining  to  be  ap- 
plied on  salary 2,026  27 

9%  mos.  salary  at  $210 1-995  °° 

Balance  due  Mr.  Cook 31   27 

Total  paid  out  since  Oct.  1 9,823  7S 

Amount    received   1 1.850  00 


$11   850  00      $11,850  00 
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Amounts  Received 

Checks  accounted  for  when  used 
1908 

Jan.   8  $500  00 

Feb.   7  500  00 

Apr.   i  500  00 

17  500  00 

R I  ay  11  500  00 

June  1  500  00 

16  500  00 

24  500  00 

24  500  00 

I  uly  ()  500  00 

7  500  00 

[6  500  00 

20  1 .000  00 

25  500  00 

29  1,000  00 

Aug.  1  500  00 

3  1 ,000  00 

5  1 ,000  00 

10  500  00 

11  1 ,000  00 

13  500  00 

15  1 ,000  00 

18 1 ,000  00 

18  1 ,000  00 

20  1. 000  00 

24  2,000  00 

2J .  3,000  OO 

28  1,500  OQ 

29  2.000  OO 

Aug.  31  2,500  00 

Sept.  4  " 500  00 

$28,500  00 
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Received  after  filing'  statement 

Checks  accounted  for  when  used 
1908 

I  $2,200  00 

Oct.   1   Rec'd  Sept.  17,  but  used  in  (  )ct L 

800  00 

15   800  00 

8   4,300  00 

13   1 ,200  00 

15   1 .000  00 

28   500  00 

X<  >v.  10  650  00 

Dec.  i  1   400  00 

$1 1.850  00 

PRIMARY  CAMPAIGN  IN  MARINETTE  COUNTY. 

Exhibit  81. 

C.  H.  Welch,  Stenographer. 

September  1,  1908. 
Disbursements. 

F.  E.  Noyes  and  Eagle  Printing"  Co $265  00 

Peshtigo   Times    25  00 

Marinette  Tribunen  and  Forposten  (Scandinavian)..  25  00 

Marinette  Volksbote    (German)    ,  25  00 

4  livery  bills  in  Marinette,   for  rigs  on   Primary  day. 

$48,  in  checks,  $5  in  cash 53  00 

Postage,  rubber  stamps,  etc.,  $90  check,  $6.35  cash.  .  .  7  25 
Railway  fare  to  carry  voters  to  Polls  from  Marek  to 

Amberg    20  00 

Copying  Poll  Lists   5  °° 

For  men  at  each  of  the  following  precincts  to  distrib- 
ute sample  ballots,  check  lists  and  drive  teams : 

Amberg     25  00 

Athelstane 30  00 

Beaver    15  00 

Coleman     5  °° 

Dunbar 5  00 

Grover    30  00 

Lake,  $8. 50  check,  $15 .00  cash  . 23  50 
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Marinette  City  : 

First   ward    30  00 

Second  ward   32  00 

Third   ward    15  00 

Fourth   ward    15  00 

Fifth  ward   10  00 

Peshtig*  >City 22  00 

Peshtigt »  Town    5  00 

Porterfield — 2    precincts    35  00 

Pound     25  00 

Stephenson    13  00 

Wausaukee    15  00 

Automobile  in  town  of  Grover 15  00 

Chas.  Haron,  3rd  ward 5  00 

Jos.  Younger,  3rd  ward 5  00 

Antcn  I  arson.  3rd  ward   5  00 

Adolph  Behnke,  4th  ward   5  00 

Fred  Hnhbell,  4th  ward 5. 00 

Wa'ter  Michel,  4th  ward 5  oo 

August  Johnson,  5th  ward   5  00 

Alex  Lindsay,  5th  ward 5  00 

I  '<  >stage     4  00 

Holquist   Livery    21   50 

Gregory  &  Race,  90c.  and  ink  pad  10c 1   00 

Elmer  Greiuener,  Stephenson,  Tp 15  00 

D.  F.  Peyer,  automobile   15  00 

G.  L.  Forsen-Torposten  Tribune 25  00 

Harry  J.   Place,  livery 5  00 

Lawrence  Bsrrett,  Peshtigo  Times 25  00 

F.  E.  N;oyes 200  00 

E.  P.  Gustavson,  copying  poll  lists 5  00 

Eagle  Printing  Co 55  00 

Brown's  Livery 26  50 

Fred  Clanticer,  Portersfield '. 15  00 

Fred  LeRoy,  Portersfield    10  00 

Eugene  King,  Portersfield,  copying  poll  lists 5  00 

$739  7? 

Balance  due   3  00 

Check    $-92  75 

73 
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EXHIBIT   82. 


C.  H.  Welch,  Stenographer. 

Aug.   19     Postage    $2  25 

25     H.  Shomaker,  German  paper 25  00 

27     J.  B.  Wood,  1  st.  precinct,  Amberg 25  00 

29     Joseph  Cota,  Marek  voters  to  polls 20  00 

Wm.    Snelrlohn,    Athelstane,    Konstad,   and 
Intervale : 

C.  F.  Strekow,  team $5  00 

Chas.  Anderson,  team   5  00 

Fred  Mozer,  team 5  00 

C.  M.  Collins,  team 5  00 

Traveling   expenses    10  00 

30  00 

Chas.  Vonderlich,  Beaver  10  00 

Sam  Grochowski,  Beaver  5  00 

Mathias  M.  Coleman  5  00 

Wm.  Wood,  Dunbar 5  00 

Robert  Behnke  and  team,  Grover 5  00 

Cas.  Velmer  and  team.  Grover 5  00 

J.  L.  Grary  and  team,  Grover 5  00 

D.  C.  Taylor  and  team,  Grover 10  00 

M.  Zeig,  man  and  team,  Grover 5  00 

Ralph  Skidmore,  Lake 8  50 

John  P.  Anderson  and  team.  Peshtigo  Tp.  .  5  00 

J.  F.  Slight.  Peshtigo  City,  3  workers   ....  9  00 

S.  D.  Woodward,  teams  and  workers 13  00 

Fred  Hutchinson,  Porterfield 1700 

Hugh  Bahlert,  Pound   10  00 

Herman  Sewald  and  team,  Pound 5  00 

P.  Tobinson  and  team.  Pound 5  00 

Thos.  F.  Maloney  and  team,  Pound 5  00 

Geo.  E.  Bogrand,  3  workers,  Wausaukee  .  .  15  00 
Marinette : 

Hans  Johnson,  1st  ward 5  00 

Albert  Aclquist,  1st  ward 5  00 

Andrew  Christopherson,  1st  ward 10  00 

H.  Rydahl    10  00 

John  Westbury,  2nd  ward 5  00 

Jos.  Rondeau.  2nd  ward   5  00 
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M.  Kreskey,  2nd  ward  .  . 
John  Cox,  2nd  ward 
Phillip  Wood,  2nd  ward 
Leo  Lacomb,  2nd  ward  . 


5 

uo 

2 

oo 

5 

oo 

lO 

OO' 

$3ii  75 


Madison.  Wis..  March  3,  1909.     9  O'Clock  A.  M. 
Hearing  resinned. 
All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

Examination  of  Mary  F.  Stringham  resumed. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Q.  You  kept  this  book,  did  you.  this  book  that  is  marked 
" Journal",  that  you  used  in  your  testimony  yesterday? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

<v>.  Was  this  the  book  in  which  these  original  entries  were 
made,  or  was  this  copied  from  some  other  book  or  memorandum? 

A.  That  is  the  original  book. 

(^.  That  is,  in  making  the  entries  on  this  book  you  did  not 
copy  them  from  any  other  place? 

A.  Well,  I  took  them  from  the  stubs  of  the  check  books,  and 
from  various  statements,  that  is  all;  but  from  ao  other  book. 

Q.  Have  you  any  way  of  telling  when  the  entries  in  this 
book  were  made? 

A.  At  the  end  of  each  month,  when  the  statements  came  in. 

Q.  That  is  true  in  all  cases,  is  it.  that  these  entries  were  made 
at  the  end  of  each  month? 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  That  is.  in  this  ''Isaac  Stephenson  personal  account," 
which  yon  testified  with  reference  to  on  pages  63,  64,  65  and  66. 
The  entries  under  the  month  of  June.  I  suppose,  were  made  the 
1st   of  July  : 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  yon  whether  in  this  one  instance  the  entries 
for  the  month  of  July  and  Augusi  were  not  made  all  at  the 
?ame   time? 

A.  For  July  and  August? 

(To  witness) 
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Mr.  Hyzer:     Just  look  at  it  and  see. 

A.  I  don't  remember  about  that,  1  am  sure.  I  was  away  ou 
my  vacation.  There  may  have  been  part  of  it  I  wrote  up  after 
J   came  back. 

Q.  When  was  yon  away  on  your  vacation  .' 

A.  The  last  three  weeks  in  August. 

Q.   Do  yon  remember  what  date  in  August  yon  went  away:' 

A.  Well,  1  think  it  was  either  the  11th  or  the  12th;  and  I 
returned  the  night  of  the  day  of  the  primary  election. 

Q.  You  are  not  able  to  tell.  then,  just  when  you  did  make 
those  entries  for  July  and  August  .' 

A.  I  made  it  for  August  after  I  came  back.  I  don't  remem- 
ber about  the  others.  It  is  my  custom  to  make  it  the  following 
month.     I  don't  know  just  what  day  I  made  it. 

<v>.  It  is  your  idea,  then,  that  you  did  make  all  of  these  entries 
ion  page  64,  for  July  and  August,  on  the  same  date.' 

A.  Xo.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  I  did.  because  I  don't 
remember. 

Q.  And  are  yon   prepared  to  say  that  yon  did   not  .' 

A.   No. 

Q.  What   company  is  the  "1.   S.   Company.'" 

A.  The  1.  Stephenson  Company  of  AVelis.  Mich.;  a  lumber 
concern. 

Q.  Do  you  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  entry  on  page  33 
of  this  journal.  December  19th.' 

A.  For  $187.' 

Q.    And   71    cents,   yes. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.   What  was  that  for.' 

A.  That  was  a  bill  for  supplies  and  wages  and  so  on;  men 
and  provisions  that  were  sent  up  the  river  on  Mr.  Stephenson's 
fishing  trip. 

Q.  Is  that  the  company  that  owns  the  boat,  the  "Bonita":' 

A.  Oh,  the  Bonita?  Oh,  no.  that  is  Senator  Stephenson's 
private  property. 

Q.  Now,  this  account,  on  pages  63.  61  and  65,  is  that  a  com- 
plete  account   of  Senator  Stephenson's   personal   expenditures? 

A.  So  far  as  I  have  any  knowledge.  I  do  not  ask  him  every 
time  he  spends  a  few  dollars,  you  understand.  So  far  as  any- 
thing passes  through  my  hands,  or  I  know  anything  about,  that 
is  it. 
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Q.  I  notice  under  the  bead  "Contributions"  thai  some  of 
these  appear  on  this  persona]  account,  and  some  of  them  do  not. 
Do  you  understand  how  that  comes  aboui  .' 

A.  There  is  one  there  where  Senator  Stephenson  contributed 
$1,000  for  the  paymenl  for  the  headquarters  of  the  Wisconsin 
delegation  during  the  Convention,  and  really,  1  suppose,  that 
should  have  been  under  the  head  of  "Contributions";  but  as 
he  was  one  of  the  delegates  I  pu1  it  here  (indicating)  but  it 
should  belong  under  "Contributions". 

Q.  Where  is  that   item  .' 

A.  lie  sent  a  check,  or  gave  H.  L.  Ekern  a  check  for  $1,000 
to  pay  for  the  headquarters, 

Q.   That   was   hack   last    January,   wasn't  it? 

A.  This  was  .May  14th,  "II.  L.  Ekern,  Chicago  check,  in 
Washington,  $1,000."  That  was  for  the  headquarters  of  the 
Wisconsin  delegation  at  the  tine  of  the  convention.  That- should 
belong  in  "Contributions." 

<^>.  I  say.  there  are  some  that  appear  under  the  head  of  "Con- 
tributions", that  do  not  appear — 

A.    i  interrupting)   I  didn't  intend  they  should. 

Q.    (continued)    in  expense  account.' 

A.    I    didn't    intend    they    should. 

Q.  Why  did  you  put  some  of  the  contributions  under  the  ex- 
pense account,  and   not   a!l  of  them  .' 

A.  Well.  1  don't  know  of  any  other  instance  excepting  that 
one. 

Q.  This  appears  under  the  head  of  •■Contributions"'  and  not 
on  the  expense  account  .' 

A.  Yes.  I  don '1  intend  to  put  them  under  his  personal  ac- 
count unless  it    is  some  particular   item. 

<,).  That  is.  any  contributions  that  he  made  we  would  not  find 
bere,  ordinarily  .' 

A.  Xo.  not  to  churches,  you  wouldn't  find  under  his  personal 
account. 

,Q.  Under  his  personal  expenditures.' 

A.   Xo. 

Q.  These  two  that  were  referred  to  yesterday  were  on  this 
account,  weren't  they.'  Those  two  thai  you  said  were  expendi- 
tures for  contributions,  where  yon  heard  the  conversation,  do 
they  appear  on  this  personal  accounl  .' 

A.   I   think  you   will   find  them  over  here    (indicating). 
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Q.  First,  do  they  appear  on  the  personal  account1/ 
Mr.  Black:     (to  Senator  Marsh)     Better  get  the  date  of  them 
over  in  the  other  place. 

Q.  Do  you  find  those  there  .' 

A.   No.   I   do  not.     I   find   it   under   the   head   of  "Contribu- 
tions''; but  not  on  the  personal  account. 

Q.   The  date  of  both  of  those  was  July  30th.     Yon  say  that 
is  not  in  the  personal  account  ? 
A.  Both  $100.  weren  't  they  :' 
Q.  Yes.  both  $100. 
A.  No.  they  are  not  here. 

<^>.  But,  they  appear  under  the  head  of  "Contributions"? 
A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  I  find  a   check   here  which  has  no  number,   but  which  is 
dated  September  9th,  for  $15,000,  and  will  ask  you  if  yon  were 
familiar  with  that  transaction  for  which  that  check  was  given? 
A.  I  didn't  draw  the  check,  but  I  am  familiar  with  the  trans- 
action. 

Q.  In  what   way  are  you  familiar  with  it? 
A.  Senator  Stephenson  informed  me  of  it. 
Q.  Did  yon   make  any   entry  of  it   upon  this  book  which 'is 
here  .' 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  "Where  is  that  on  this  book;  that  is.  thrs  "Journal"? 
A.  I  might  say  now  that  I  entered  it  in  the  wrong  place.  I 
thought,  when  he  told  me,  it  was  a  loan;  but  it  was  a  purchase 
of  bonds.  I  never  changed  it  because  it  shows  the  money,  and 
my  other  book  shows  what  it  was  for.  These  three  items  at  the 
same  time.  Senator  Stephenson  gave  the  checks  when  he  was 
in  Milwaukee. 

Q.  And  when  he  returned  he  told  you  it  was  a  loan,  first? 
A.  No.  I  misunderstood  him.  I  think. 
Q.  You  understood  him  to  say  it  was  a  loan? 
A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  did  or  not.     I  entered  it  as  a  loan, 
but  it  was  a  purchase. 

Q.  Did  you  understand   at  the  time  you   made  the   entry  it 
was  a  loan? 

A.  I  understood  so.  but  I  misunderstood  him. 
Q.  When  did  you  find  yon  were  mistaken  ? 
A.  I  discovered  I  didn't  have  any  note  for  it.  and  the  bonds 
were  purchased  outright.     I  don't  remember  the  date. 
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Q.  Was  it  before  this  investigation  began? 

A.  1  found  1  had  no  note  for  it — ■ 

Q.   (interrupting)     I  say,  you   found  out  it   was  a  mistake — 
A.   (interrupting)      Yes.    it    was   before   the   investigation  be- 
gan. 

0_.  The  way  you  discovered  that  was  a  mistake  was  that  you 
had  no  note  for  it  .' 

A.    Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  then  consult  with  Senator  Stephenson  with  refer- 
ence to  it? 

A.   Xo  ;  he  was  not  in  the  city. 

Q.  Did  you  at  any  time  after  that  consult  with  Senator  Steph- 
enson with  reference  to  it ! 

A.  No.  I  don't  remember  that  I  did. 

Q.  How  did  you  ascertain,  then,  that  it  was  for  the  purchase 
of  stock  or  bonds  .' 

A.    I  was  looking  over  my  bonds,  and  found  out, 

Q.  You  were  looking  over  your  bonds  and  found  out  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.   And  those  items  amounted  to — 

A.    (interrupting)     $50,000. 

Q.    (continued)     — forty-one    thousand — 

A.  (interrupting)  No.  fifty  thousand  dollars;  drawn  on  dif- 
ferent banks. 

Q.  One  check  of  fifteen  thousand  on  the  Corn  Exchange 
Dank;  one  of  the  twenty-five  thousand  on  the  First  National  of 
Milwaukee;  one  of  ten  thousand  on  the  Stephenson  National;  all 
on  the  9th  of  September;  is  that  correct? 

A.  I  suppose  that  was  it.  Senator  Stephenson  was  in  Chi- 
cago. This  was  a  business  transaction,  you  understand.  I  don't 
know  whether  it  is  open   to  the   public  or  not, 

Q.  Well.  1  have  not  been  giving  any  names  here.  Those  were 
drawn  on  the  9th  of  September? 

A.  The  checks  show  that.     That  is  all  I  know. 

Q.  There  is  one  of  those  checks  1  did  not  find  here.  Perhaps 
it  is  here. 

A.  It  is  not  here,  because  I  never  saw  it  afterwards. 

Q.  Where  is  it:' 

A.  It  was  on  the  First  National,  and  they  say  they  returned 
it  to  me.  but  I  couldn't  find  it  with  their  statement. 

Q.  Which  one  of  these  cheeks  is  it.  that  is  not  here  .' 
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A.  The  First  National  of  Milwaukee  I  found  the  statement, 
but  I  did  not  find  the  cancelled  cheek.  I  don't  know  whether 
it   is   returned  or  not. 

Q.   Then   as   [   understand  you.  after  you   made  the  entry  on 
this  book   under  the  heading  "Loan  account"  and  discovered 
from  there  being  no  note  there  that  it  could  not  be  a  loan,  you 
never  consulted  with  Senator  Stephenson  with  i.c*erence  to  it, 
as  to  where  that  expenditure  should  he  placed  on  the  book? 
A.    I  knew    where  it  should  be  placed. 
<t>.  Thai  is  not  the  question. 
A.  No.   I   never  consulted  him. 

<t>.   Miss  String-ham.    I  think  yon  said  thai    was  for  the  pur- 
chase of  stocks,  didn't  you? 
A.   For  bonds. 
<t>.  In  what  company  .' 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  I  wanl  to  stale  Senator  Stepnen* 
son's  private  business  in  public,  or  his  investments.  I  am  will- 
ing  to  tell  you. 

Mr.  Bray:  From  what  1  know  of  it.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
pretty  sure  '1  has  nothing  to  do  with  this.  I  don't  see  how  it 
could   have. 

The  Witness:     Senator  Stephenson  has  the  bonds,  and  I  cut 
the  coupons  and  collect   the  interest.      I  can  show  yon  the  bonds, 
it'  yon    wish   to  see  them. 
Q.  Have  yon  them   here  ? 

A.  I  didn't  bring  all  his  securities  down  here. 
<L).  You  said  yon   could    show    them    to  me.     I   didn't  know 
whether  you  intended  to  take  me  to  Marinette. 

A.  It  would  be  more  convenient  to  take  you  then'.  I  haven't 
the  securities  here. 

Q.  You  haven't   them  here.  I  take  it.  from  your  remark? 
A.  No.  sir.     I  will  tell  you  what  it  is,  if  yoa  wish  to  know. 
Q.  I  find  several  checks  like  this  one  numbered  5,286,  running 
to  the  same   parties;   are  those  loans.' 

A.  Yes.  I  think  so.  Let  me  see:  "October  31st".  Those 
are  loans  (referring  to  book)  of  the  company  at  Wells;  the  I. 
Stephenson  Company. 

Q.  The  "N.  L.   Company"  is  what  company? 
A.  The  N.  Ludington  Company  at  Marinette.     And  that  (re- 
ferring to  book)  is  the  "I.  Stephenson  Company."     But.  it  Avas 
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paid  over  fo  the  bank  to  be  deposited  to  their  account  in  this 
bank. 

Q.  Docs  this  check  "5,182",  on  the  Stephenson  National,  ap- 
pear on  the  persona]  expense  account.' 

A.  -July   30th? 

Q.    Yes. 

A.   No,  this  is  a  contribution  to  a  church  in  Peshtigo. 

<^.  That  is  a  contribution  to  a  church  at  Peshtigo? 

A.  Al  Peshtigo. 

Q.    What  church.' 

A.   Il   says  ''Norwegian  Lutheran." 

Q.  AVere  you  present  when  that  transaction  took  place  be- 
tween Senator  Stephenson  and  the  payee  of  the  check? 

A.    Yes.    1    drew    ille    check. 

Q.  Were  you  present  when  the  arrangement  was  made  by 
which   the   check    was   drawn  .' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

(v).  The  payee  came  in  to  the  office,  did  he.  and  had  a  talk 
with    Senator   Stephenson  .' 

A.   Solicited  a  donation   for  his  church. 

<x>.  And  1  suppose  it  was  specifically  stated,  wasn't  it.  that 
that   was  not  for  campaign  purposes' 

A.  I  don't  think  there  was  anything  said  about  campaign 
purposes.  It  was  for  his  church.  That  is  such  a  common  oc- 
currence, to  contribute  to  chinches  for  all  the  towns  around 
about,  for  the  hist  seventeen  years,  that  it  hasn't  made  much 
impression. 

Q.  I  observe  there  are  a  great  many  more  contributions  in 
July  and  August  than  there  were  in  the  preceding  months.' 

A.   That    is   true. 

~S\v.  Ilambrecht  :  I  would  object  to  that  remark  unless  we 
go  into  tin'  preceding  months,  and  have  it  all  on  the  record,  as 
to  contributions  to  churches.  I  think"  the  whole  thing  is  im- 
material. 

The  Chairman:      I  want  to  offer  this  check  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Ilambrecht:  I  object  to  donations  Mr.  Stephenson  made 
to  churches.  1  would  like  to  have  the  objection  entered  and 
Voted  on.  I  think  this  is  the  same  as  the  chairman  dragging 
in  the  ministers.  T  think  this  is  wholly  improper  in  this  ex- 
amination. 

7-t 
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The  Chairman  :     I    know  yon  do. 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :  That  is  why  I  would  like  to  have  a  vote 
on  it. 

Q.  Here  arc  several   checks — 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  (interrupting)  I  think  I  am  entitled  to 
have  my  objection  voted  on.  It  is  perfectly  proper  if  the  com- 
mittee  sees  fit.  but  I  want  my  objection  ruled  on. 

Senator  Husting:  This  is  supposed  to  be  an  examination 
along  lines,  the  purpose  of  which  is  not  stated.  Miss  Stringham 
has  volunteered  the  information,  and  this  particular  information 
sought  is  in  regard  to  churches.  Now.  with  that  out,  the  ques- 
tion would  be  along  the  line  of  "contributions",  without  stat- 
ing the  precise  purpose  for  which  it  was  given;  and  then,  if 
found  material,  to  be  put  in  in  detail. 

The  Chairman:  I  was  about  to  state,  Mr.  Hambrecht,  there 
are  several  of  these  of  the  same  kind,  and  I  thought  perhaps 
you  were  r.'ght  in  putting  the  committee  upon  record  as  to 
whether  or  not  they  wanted  to  consider  as  to  whether  or  not 
these  were  donations,  or  whether  they  were  for  campaign  pur- 
poses.    I  was  just  about  to  put  the  question  to  trie  committee. 

Mr.  Eambrecht:  The  thing  that  incited  the  objection  was 
the  remark  by  the  Chair  that  he  noticed  that  Senator  Stephen- 
son was  more  liberal  in  his  donations  to  churches  during  the 
campaign  than  he  was  in  previous  months;  and  unless  we  can 
go  into,  in  detail,  the  donations  of  previous  months,  the  remark 
is,  to  my  idea,  wholly  out  of  order.  I  think  the  whole  ques- 
tion is  immaterial  as  to  the  number  of  donations  that  he  makes 
to  churches,  and  I  would  object  to  testimony  being  taken  along 
that  line  until  there  is  some  evidence  introduced  to  show  that 
this  money  given  to  churches  was  given  for  a  corrupt  and  un- 
lawful purpose. 

The  Chairman  :  The  remark  Mr.  Hambrecht  speaks  of  was, 
in  the  form  of  a  question,  and  Miss  Stringham,  who  has  the 
book  before  her  so  that  she  can  determine  as  to  whether  or  not 
it  was  true  that  contributions  for  July  and  August  exceeded  in 
number,  by  far.  the  preceding  months, — I  think  the  witness 
answered  the  question  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  I  object  to  the  question  for  the  reason  that 
it  is  wholly  immaterial  whether  Mr.  Stephenson's  charity  to 
churches  was  more  profuse  during  July  than  j*  was  during 
June  or  any  other  month  during  the  year. 
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The  Chairman:  I  suppose  that  would  have  come  in  the 
form  of  a  motion  Id  strike  out  the  answer. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  I  would  move  that  the  question  and  answer, 
both,   be  stricken    from   the   record. 

The  Chairman:  You  want  to  raise  that  whole  question  on 
this   motion  .' 

Senator  Husting:  Is  it  a  question  of  contributions,  or 
churches  .' 

.Mi'.  Hambreeht:  The  question  of  contributions  to  churches 
is  under  consideration  now. 

The  Chairman:  I  will  say  to  the  gentlemen  of  the  committee 
that  Mr.  Hambreeht  moves  that  we  do  not,  as  I  understand  it, 
go  into  the  question  of  contributions  to  churches  during  the 
campaign  by  Senator  Stephenson. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  Or.  any  other  period,  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  wholly  a  private  matter;  and  until  some  evidence  is  ad- 
duced that  these  contributions  are  in  the  nature  of  unlawful  and 
corrupt  contributions  of  money.     That  is  my  full  oojection. 

The  Chairman :  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  state  that  motion 
now.  fully,  but  1  think  perhaps  the  members  of  the  committee 
understand  it. 

Those  of  you  who  are  in  favor  of  not  going  into  the  question 
of  contributions  to  churches  during  the  campaign,  or  at  any 
lime  preceding  the  campaign,  will,  as  your  name  is  called,  an- 
swer '"Aye";  and  those  that  are  opposed — 

Mr.  Hambreeht:     That  is  not  all  of  my  objection. 

Tin'  ("haii-man  :     Perhaps  you  better  state  it  all  in  one. 

Mr.  Hambreeht:  That  is  not  all  of  my  objection. 
which  I  would  like  to  have  the  motion.  I  move  that  all  evidence 
concerning  Mr.  Stephenson's  private  contributions  to  churches, 
before  and  during  the  primary  campaign,  be  stricken  from  the 
record;  and  not  be  considered  until  there  is  some  evidence  to 
show  that  such  contributions  were  in  the  nature  of  corrupt  and 
unlawful  use  of  money  to  influence  his  campaign;  and  that 
when  that  evidence  is  ready  I  am  willing  then  that  the  matter 
be  gone  into.  At  the  present  time  I  think  it  is  improper  to 
take  it  from  his  books. 

The  Chairman:     1  cannot  repeat  all  of  that  motion. 

Mr.  [ngalls:  We  have  all  heard  it.  Before  it  is  put.  I  want 
to  ask.  a  question  of  Miss  Stringham,  so  that  we  may  vote  intel- 
ligently. 
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By   Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  Miss  Stringham,  you  say  eyer  since  you  have  been  with 
him,  it  has  been  his  habit  to  contribute  to  churches:' 

A.  Always.  Sometimes  there  would  lie  live  or  six  people  in  a 
day;  for  churches  and  other  purposes.  He  contributes  to  dif- 
ferent institutions  of  learning,  like  the  "Booker  Washington 
School."  and  others.     He  is  never  free  from  solicitation. 

Q.  Has  that  been  his  habit  since  you  have  been  with  him  ' 

A.   Yes.   and  before  I  worked  for  him. 

Q.  Is  he  accustomed  to  receive  many  solicitations  of  that 
kind.' 

A.   A  great  many. 

Q.   And  lias  been  during  all  that  tinier 

A.  Always. 

Q.  Now,  is  there  anything  in  the  amounts  which  appear  in  this 
period  which  would  especially  distinguish  these  gifts  from  the 
amounts  which  he  had  contributed  in  years  gone  by? 

A.  Well,  in  years  gone  by,  man}-  times  I  think,  he  has  contrib- 
uted more.  He  gave  fifteen  thousand  to  Lawrence  Lhhversity 
for  a  Science  Hall  ;  and  he  gave  fifteen  thousand  over  a  year  ago 
to  complete  a  fund  they  were  raising;  besides  his  other  usual  do- 
nations. 

Q.  You  wouldn't  say  these  items  that  have  been  mentioned,  so 
far  as  the  amounts  are  concerned,  are  especially  unusual,  as  com- 
pared with  contributions  in  years  gone  by  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  rather  smaller.  Of  course.  Senator  Stephenson 
Mas  in  Washington  for  six  months  last  year,  and  I  did  not  make 
any  donations  in  his  absence. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  ask  that,  so  that  we  may  vote  intelligently  on 
this  question  as  to  whether  it  really  is  material  or  not. 

The  Chairman  :  I  think  it  already  appears  in  evidence  that 
Mr.  Stephenson,  when  he  ran  for  congress  before,  had  money  in 
every  church  in  his  district  there,  and  I  suppose  that  would  also 
appear. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  That  only  appears  in  this  way:  The  Senator 
said  that  it  was  claimed  at  the  time  he  ran  for  congress  that  he 
had  money  in  every  steeple  in  the  congressional  district.  He 
didn't  assert  it  as  a  fact. 

Senator  Husting :     He  didn't  deny  it. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  It  wasn't  necessary.  Nobody  claimed  it  except 
himself. 
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Senator  Morris:  I  understand  the  effect  of  Mr.  Hambrecht's 
motion  is  to  limit  the  exclusion  of  evidence  to  "private'  contribu- 
te ms." 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  The  effect  of  my  motion  is  identically  the 
effect  "!  the  motion  we  made  with  reference  to  minister*  thai 
were  drawn  in  here,  without  any  evidence  that  would  con])]!.'  them 
with  campaign  funds. 

The  Chairman:  But  here  is  money  going  directly  from  Sena- 
tor Stephenson.  That  was  excluded  on  the  ground  that  there  was 
nothing  to  indicate  any  money  came  from  Senator  Stephenson. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     To  the  ministers ? 

The  Chairman  :      Yes. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     1  don't  so  understand  it. 

The  Chairman:  There  was  no  proof  in  those  twelve  instances, 
that  the  money  came  from  Senator  Stephenson  at  all.  Mere  is  a 
direct  expenditure,  during  the  campaign,  from  Senator  Stephen- 
son to  the  parties  in  question,  as  1  understand  it. 

Senator  Morris:  Now,  the  motion,  as  I  get  it,  is  to  exclude 
"private  contributions."  I  want  this  thing  in  shape  so  that  it  is 
for  the  committee  to  determine  whether  or  not  the  contribution  is 
a  private  one,  or  whether  it  was  made  for  political  purposes;  and 
so  I  move  to  strike  out  the  word  "private"  where  it  occurs  in  Mr.. 
1  [ambrecht's  motion. 

!  Motion  of  Mr.  i  [ambrecht  read  by  the  stenographer.) 
^  Senator    Morris:      My  motion   is  to   strike  out  the   word   "pri- 
vate."    T  think  the  committee  should  have  the  right  to  determine 
whether  the  contribution  is  private  or  made  for  political  purposes. 

The  Chairman:  (To  Mr.  Hambrecht)  Do  you  accept  the 
amendment  ? 

Mr.   1  [ambrecht :     No. 

Mr.  Bray:     (To  Mr.  Hambrecht  i    What  is  the  difference? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  1  do  not  see  any  use  in  striking  out  the 
"private."     1  want  the  "private  contributions"  stricken  out. 

The  Chairman:  Who  is  to  determine,  if  not  tin-  committee, 
which  of  these  are  private  and  which  are  not? 

Mr.  I  [ambrecht :  They  are  all  private  until  you  have  some  evi- 
dence to  couple  them  up  with  the  corrupt  and  unlawful  use  of 
m<  >ney. 

Senator  Morris :  You  say  that.  That  is  not  binding  i  i  me. 
1  want  the  right  to  pass  on  that  point  myself. 

The  Chairman:      You  first  have  to  show  the  expenditure:  and 
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then  the  question  comes  up  as  to  whether  it  was  corrupt  or  not. 
You  cannot  prove  in  the  beginning,  without  showing  the  expend- 
iture, that  it  was  a  corrupt  expenditure. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  You  are  dragging  the  churches  into  this 
without  cause. 

Senator  1  lusting:     We  are  naming  no  church. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     They  are  on  the  minutes. 

Mr.  lira}-;  What  is  the  question?  Is  it  over  asking  questions 
of  witnesses  with  regard  to  certain  charities  and  churches,  and 
giving  the  names  of  the  same — the  propriety  of  that? 

The  Chairman  :  The  question  is  whether  or  n  t  we  can  inquire 
into  these  contributions  that  were  made  during  the  campaign  by 
Senator  Stephenson,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether  or 
not  they  were  for  political  purposes. 

Senator  1  lusting:  You  name  no  church  in  particular,  Sena- 
tor. 

The  Chairman  :     No. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     There  are  names  in  the  record. 

Senator  Husting :  Yes,  but  the  names  are  not  to  become  pub- 
lic unless  offered  as  an  exhibit. 

Mr.  Bray:  (To  the  chairman)  Do  you  insist  on  giving  the 
names  in  making  the  inquiries? 

The  Chairman:  No,  I  do  not  insist  on  giving  the  names  until 
it  is  shown  that  Senator  Stephenson  made  payments  to  these 
parties  during  the  campaign,  and  then  I  propose  to  offer  the  check 
itself. 

Mr.  Hyzer  :  I  understood  the  chairman  started  to  read  the 
check  into  the  record. 

The  Chairman  :  That  was  the  offer,  to  read  the  check  of  $100 
into  the  record. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Can't  we  get  at  this  easier,  without  interfering 
with  the  motion,  on  an  objection  to  the  question? 

Senator  Morris :     Mr.  Hambrecht  has  a  motion  here. 

Senator  Husting:     A  motion  to  strike  out. 

Senator  Morris  :  If  he  will  withdraw  his  motion,  why.  we  can 
go  on.     My  motion  is  to  strike  out  the  word  ''private.'" 

The  Chairman  :     You  move  to  amend  the  motion  ? 

Senator  Morris:  I  move  to  amend  by  striking  out  the  word 
"private." 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  will  accept  that  amendment. 

The  Chairman  :     Then  the  motion  is  amended  without  taking  a 
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vote  on  it  and  it  stands  as  it  was  read  except  where  the  word 
"private"  preceding  the  word  "contributions"  is  stricken  out,  and 
the  question  is  now  upon  the  motion  as  amended.  Those  of  you 
who  favor  the  motion  will  as  your  name  is  called  vote  ave,  and 
those  opposed,  no. 

The  vote  resulted  as  follows:  Ayes:  Senators  .Marsh,  Morris, 
Husting.  Xoes :  .Messrs.  Bray,  [ngalls,  Hambrecht,  Whitman, 
Chappie. 

The  Chairman:  My  understanding  of  the  resolution  is  that 
where  three  vote  in  favor  of  receiving-  testimony  it  is  to  be  re- 
ceived, therefore,  from  my  understanding  of  the  resolution,  the 
testimony  will  be  received. 

Senator  Morris:  I  don't  understand  any  names  will  be  used, 
Mr.  Chairman,  until  in  the  opinion  of  some  member  of  the  com- 
mittee it  is  necessary. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  When  1  struck  out  the  word  "private,"  it 
was  not  for  the  reason  that  1  thought  it  belonged  out,  but  because 
T  thought  by  doing  so  the  senators  might  vote  for  it.  I  still  think 
the  word  "private"  ought  to  be  in.  I  did  it  expecting  that  Sena- 
tor Morris  would  vote  for  the  motion,  if  I  made  that  concession. 

Senator  Morris:  Mr.  Hambrecht.  I  don't  want  to  be  misun- 
derstood. I  could  not  vote  for  the  vote  as  you  read  it  into  the 
record.  I  can't  vote  to  make  Senator  Stephenson's  private  trans- 
actions a  matter  of  record. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Xo,  and  yon  didn't  vote  for  it  when  it  was 
stricken  out. 

Senator  Morris :  I  did  vote  in  favor  of  investigating  these 
contributions, — 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  The  record  on  the  vote  shows  how  you 
stand. 

Senator  Morris:  And  I  do  feel  that  it  is  for  the  committee 
and  not  for  the  witness  to  determine  whether  the  transaction  is 
private  or  not. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  made  this  explanation  in  view  of  the  way 
you  voted. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  What  do  von  care  whether  it  is  private  or  pub- 
lic? 

Senator  Husting:  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  to  me  that  this 
would  be  the  fair  way  to  investigate  in  regard  to  these  contribu- 
tions :  If  there  is  nothing  there  to  show  that  any  particular 
church  received  a  contribution  as  a  campaign  contribution,  and  no 


1168     THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

inference  could  be  drawn  except  the  fact  that  it  was  during  that 
time,  it  seems  to  me  the  same  thing  could  be  gained  by  asking,  as 
you  did  ask,  whether  or  not  during  those  months  there  were  not 
more  contributions  given  for  churches  and  other  societies  than 
other  months  of  the  same  year,  and  the  total  amount  thereof, 
without  mentioning  any  names.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  a  fair  way 
and  a  correct  way  of  getting  at  it. 

The  Chairman:  Well,  now  I  had" intended  to  offer  and  will 
offer  evidence  of  expenditures  during  the  months  of  July  and 
August  here.  We  can  perhaps  reach  this  whole  question  without 
threshing  it  out  on  every  one  of  the  checks. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  will  put  in  a  general  objection  to  all  that 
sort  of  testimony. 

Mr.  Hyzer :  I  haven't  heard  the  offer.  I  don't  believe  he  com- 
pleted it. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  beg  your  pardon.     What  expenditures  do 

you  refer  to? 

The  Chairman:  These  expenditures  which  appear  on  page  23 
of  the  Journal  under  the  head  of  "July  and  August,"  during  the 
two  months  of  the  campaign,  immediately  preceding  the  senatorial 
primary. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  Now,  do  yon  intend  to  include  all  checks  dur- 
ing that  period? 

The  Chairman:  All  of  those  checks  during  that  period?  I 
think  there  are  four  in  July  and  about  ten  in  August. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  It  seems  to  me  there  are  more  than  that, 
aren't  thee,  Senator  ? 

Mr.  Black:     No,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     And  those  include  contributions  to  the  churches? 

The  Chairman:  Yes,  those  include  contributions  to  the 
churches. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  Well.  I  would  object  to  it  until  there  is  some 
evidence  that  the  money  was  used  for  a  corrupt  and  unlawful  pur- 
pose;  and  the  further  reason  I  object  is  that  we  may  get  at  this 
same  subject  without  bringing  Senator  Stephenson's  private  mat- 
ters before  the  committee,  because  the  committee  has  that  evi- 
dence, and  if  any  member  of  the  committee  can  bring  evidence  in 
to  show  that  it  is  corrupt,  then  I  have  no  objection  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  check ;  but  I  object  to  this  method  of  procedure. 

The  Chairman  :  As  I  understand  it,  these  are  to  be  taken  away 
from  here  when  Miss  Stringham  goes  '1 
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Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  didn't  understand  that. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  They  will  be  at  the  disposition  of  the  committee, 
M  r.  ( liairman,  always. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  thought  they  were  to  be  lefl  here.  It"  the 
books  are  to  go,  !  will  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  Chairman:      I  understood  they  were  nol  to  remain  here. 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :     I  would  like  to  have  thai  question  settled. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Mr.  Chairman;  that  impression  which  you  have 
doubtless  grows  out  of  some  remarks  that  I  made  in  firsl  bring- 
ing the  matter  up.  If  the  committee  desires  to  keep  these  checks 
and  books,  for  any  reasonable  time,  of  course,  for  -further  investi- 
gation, under  the  condition  that  they  are  here  for  the  committee's 
examination  only,  they  will  certainly  remain  here,  as  far  as  we  are 
c<  uicerned. 

Senator  Husting:  As  I  understand  it.  Mr.  Hyzer,  these  books 
and  checks  will  remain  here  at  the  disposal  of  the  committee  for 
all  the  examination  they  wish,  and  will  be  introduced  as  exhibits 
and  names  mentioned  only  after  some  connection  has  been  shown?" 

Mr.  Hyzer:     Not  introduced  as  exhibits. 

Senator  Husting:  1  say,  only  after  some  relation  has  been  es- 
tablished between  them  and  the  campaign. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Yes,  simply  that  the  committee  will  keep  them 
until  farther  evidence  justifies — The  committee  will  keep  them  for 
their  own  investigation  and  examination. 

Senator  Husting:  I  understand  the  purpose  is  to  keep  the 
names  out  until  some  connection  is  shown. 

Mr.  I  [yzer:  Now,  we  make  no  objection  to  showing  any  con- 
tributions  to  churches,  although  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  it  isn't 
wise  now.  because  1  think  probably  church  people  may  not  like  it, 
but  you  can  readily  see  that  it  could  make  no  difference — ■ 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     T  didn't  raise  it  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  know  you  didn't,  but  I  am  speaking  here  for 
Senator  Stephenson,  not  for  the  committee  at  all.  or  any  member 
of  it.  I  suppose  it  is  the  duty  of  the  committee  to  protect  the 
people  that  may  he  involved  in  the  account  and  who  are  not  in- 
volved in  the  campaign,  and  more  so  perhaps  than  it  is  for  us 
gentlemen  who  are  here  for  Senator  Stephenson  alone.  We  may 
well  be  in  a  position  where  we  would  not  desire  tinder  the  circum- 
stances to  make  the  objection.  We  have  said,  and  I  think  we  have 
borne  it  out.  that  there  will  he  no  objections  here  to  investigating 
any  item  that  you  want  to. 
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Mr.  Hambrecht:  My  idea  is  the  effect  on  the  churches,  not  on 
Senator  Stephenson  ;  I  don't  care  how  it  affects  him. 

Air.  Chairman:  I  don't  know  that  any  other  member  of  the 
committee  agrees  with  me,  but  my  impression  is  that  we  have  a 
right  to,  and  it  is  our  duty,  to  go  into  all  of  these  expenditures 
which  are  labeled  "contributions,"  particularly  during  the  period 
immediately  preceding  the  primary.  No  matter  how  much  re- 
spect I  may  have  for  the  churches,  I  know,  and  every  member  of 
this  committee  knows,  that  a  custom  has  grown  up,  whether  it  is 
the  fault  of  the  churches  or  of  the  politicians,  of  their  going  about 
immediately  preceding  an  election  or  a  convention  and  taking  that 
time  and  opportunity  of  soliciting  subscriptions,  which  they 
wouldn't  get  at  any  other  time,  and  they  know  it,  and  which 
wouldn't  be  made  at  any  other  time.  Now  I  think  that  is  a  cus- 
tom which  has  grown  up  here,  which  ought  to  be  considered  as 
reprehensible  on  the  part  of  every  member  of  this  committee. 
Xo  matter  how  much  respect  we  may  have  for  the  churches,  no 
matter  whether  it  is  their  fault  in  the  beginning  or  not,  if  by 
bringing"  this  matter  out  to  the  light  of  day  that  custom  can  be 
broken  up,  no  matter  whether  it  has  any  effect  on  Senator  Steph- 
enson or  not,  T  think  it  ought  to  be  done;  that  is  one  of  the  pur- 
poses, as  1  understand  it,  of  this  investigation,  and  I  am  going  to 
offer  this  whether  any  member  of  the  committee  agrees  with  me 
or  not. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  don't  understand  that  that  is  one  of  the 
plans  of  politicians,  and  I  think  it  is  a  sad  state  of  affairs  when  a 
man  of  means  will  have  to  curtail,  perhaps,  his  donations  to 
churches  to  avoid  that  sort  of  criticism  cast  upon  him  by  his  en- 
emies. I  have  more  respect  for  humanity  than  to  think  that 
every  donation  to  churches,  even  though  made  by  a  politician, 
must  be  done  for  a  selfish  purpose.  The  reason  that  I  object  to 
the  senator's  introducing  this  at  this  time  is  because  I  differ 
radically  with  him  on  the  premises  or  the  basis  of  his  reasoning. 
I  believe  that  donations  may  be  made  from  the  fulness  of  one's 
heart,  and  not  for  political  purposes,  and  improper  motives  ought 
not  to  be  attached  to  such  sort  of  donations.  It's  an  insult  to 
the  churches  that  receive  it,  as  well  as  to  the  man  that  offers  it  to 
them. 

The  Chairman  :  Well,  I  presume  we  had  better  take  a  vote  on 
this,  because  I  believe  that  no  other  member  of  the  committee 
agrees  with  me  upon  this  proposition  ;  but  I  am  willing"  to  go  on 
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record  upon  what  I  have  said  with  reference  to  it,  and  upon  my 
offer  to  present  these  checks,  and  the  names  of  tin-  parties  to 
whcm  the)  went.  It"  they  were  given  or  accepted  corruptly,  so 
be  it.     [f  they  were  given  and  accepted  with  the  pure  t  of  motives, 

that's  all  right. 

Senator  1  lusting:  Are  these  the  names  of  individual-  on  these 
cheeks? 

The  Chairman:  They  are.  This  cheek  which  I  was  about  to 
offer  hears  the  name  of  an  individual,  without  reference  to  any 
church  or  anything  of  the  kind  :  number  5182.  Now  I  think  there 
is  an  objection  by  Mr.  Hambrecht  to  the  introduction  of  these 
other  clucks.  I  can't  offer  all  of  this  evidence  at  once,  it  must 
come  in  by  piecemeal.  I  will  ask  the  clerk  to  call  the  roll.  Those 
of  you  who  are  in  favor  of  receiving  this  testimony — 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  That  will  include  all  of  the  checks  to  avoid 
going  over  it  again  ? 

The  Chairman  :     Yes. 

Senator  Morris:  Excuse  me.  I  haven't  been  listening  to  the 
argument  here.     Will  you  again  state  the  purpose  of  this  thing?' 

The  Chairman:  The  purpose  is  to  show  the  expenditures  by 
Senator  Stephenson  during  the  months  of  July  and  August,  as  in- 
dicated on  his  journal  here  under  the  head  of  "Contributions  dur- 
ing the  months  of  July  and  Augu>t.  1908  ;"  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
vestigation, to  determine  whether  or  not  the}-  were  for  political 
purposes  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  My  objection  was  that  it  isn't  the  proper 
time  to  bring  that  evidence  in.  The  checks  are  in  the  hands  of 
the  committee,  all  the  information  is  in  our  hands,  and  we  can  get 
at  the  question  as  to  whether  that  is  corrupt  or  unlawful  without 
introducing  or  making  public  the  private  transactions  of  Senator 
Stephenson  at  this  time.     If  we  can  avoid  that,  we  ought  to  do  it. 

Senator  Morris  ;  I  don't  know  whether  I  understand  this  thing 
or  not.  but  I  understood  the  effect  of  the  motion  yesterdav  was 
this;  that  these  check  books  were  turned  over  to  the  committee  to 
be  examined  by  them,  and  the  understanding  was  that  if  any  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  wanted  to  inquire  further  with  reference  to 
any  cheek,  he  was  to  have  the  privilege  to  do  s, ,.  Was  that  the 
understanding? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:      Yes.      INTow  1  object  to  dragging  in — 

Senator  Morris;  Senator  Marsh,  after  investigation  has  de- 
cided that  he  wants  to  call  attention  to  some  checks.     I  suppose 
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I  would  have  to  vote  for  that. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     But  he  wants  these  all  in,  you  understand, 

all  the  cheeks  that  were  given  during'  those  months,  those  drag- 
ging in  Senator  Stephenson's  business  during  that  period. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  I  don't  understand  that  includes  all  the  checks, 
but  those  mentioned  on  certain  pages. 

The  Chairman :  Under  July  and  August,  under  the  head  of 
"contributions." 

Senator  Morris:  Well,  I  understand,  under  our  resolution  of 
yesterday  that  it  is  proper,  if  the  senator  wants  to  get  at — 

Mr.  Hambrecht  :  We  can  investigate,  Senator,  whether  these 
are  corrupt  or  unlawful  from  the  evidence  in  our  hands.  It  is  not 
helping  our  investigation  one  particle  to  make  that  public  now. 
We  can  find  out  the  nature  of  these  contributions. 

Senator  Morris:  I  only  had  in  mind  the  question  of  practice. 
I  Fnder  the  rule  that  we  established  here  yesterday  these  stubs  were 
turned  over  to  the  committee  and  the  committee  was  entitled  to  ex- 
amine them.  It  was  understood  that  if  any  member  of  the  com- 
mittee, after  examination  desired  to  have  them  introduced  in  evi- 
dence, that  might  be  done.  Now  I  understand  that  Senator  Marsh, 
upon  investigation,  desires  that  thing  done,  and  I  don't  see  how  I 
could  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  think  he  ought  to  lay  the  foundation  for 
the  corrupt  and  unlawful  use  of  the  money  before  he  introduces 
the  check. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  may  not  know  just  what  has  taken  place.  Is  this 
entire  controversy  over  the  propriety  of  introducing  these  checks 
here  as  part  of  those  contributions? 

Mr.  1  [ambrecht :     The  checks  are  in  our  hands  now. 

Senator  Morris:  I  understand  that  is  Mr.  Hyzer's  interpreta- 
tion of  what  took  place  yesterday. 

Mr.  Bray  :  Is  there  any  objection  on  the  part  of  the  witness  or 
her  attorneys  to  admitting  this? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  am  the  one  that  is  objecting,  because  I 
think  it  is  improper  for  us  to  go  into  Senator  Stephenson's  private 
affairs  until  we  have  first  laid  a  foundation  of  corruption  in  con- 
nection with  it.  We  have  the  checks  before  us  and  we  can  go  into 
that  without  putting  the  checks  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Bray  :  Is  there  any  objection  on  the  part  of  the  witness  or 
her  attornev  ? 
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Mr.  Hambrecht:  None  whatever,  thai  I  know  of.  I  raised  the 
Objection. 

Senator  Morris:  We  agreed  on  the  method  of  procedure  yes- 
terday, and  this  is  simply  carrying  out  our  agreement  of  yester- 
day? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  don'1  so  understand  the  agreement. 

Senator  Morris:  And  my  understanding  is  that  Mr.  Hyzer  so 
understands  it. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  1  don't  care  what  he  thinks  about  it.  I  be- 
lieve it  is  improper  for  us  to  do  it.  If  yon  can  couple  up  any 
check  with  any  corruption,  I  will  he  the  last  one  to  object  to  it- 
intn  duction.  But  the  simple  introduction  of  it  may  raise  a  pre- 
sumption of  corruption,  and  I  object  to  that  method  of  procedure. 
Simply  because  Senator  Stephenson  has  donated  money  to  some 
institution  or  church,  that  that  raises  a  presumption,  and  that 
drags  in  that  church  before  this  committee.  A  foundation  should 
he  laid  first  for  the  corruption. 

The  Chairman:  1  just  warn  to  say  briefly  my  object  in  offer- 
ing this  kind  of  testimony,  ft  may  possibly  he  premature,  al- 
though I  don't  think  so.  1  know  that  among  members  of  a  cer- 
tain church  the  paid  workers  of  Senator  Stephenson  were  going 
about  the  state  representing  that  Senator  Stephenson  was  con- 
tributing liberally  to  that  church,  and  that  if  he  was  nominated, 
would  contribute  more  liberally  to  that  church,  and  a  specified 
sum  to  one  of  the  leading  institution-,  c<  nnected  with  that  church, 
and  that  was  used  by  Senator  Stephenson's  paid  workers  through- 
out the  north  half  of  the  state.  So  when  we  rind  checks  here  run- 
ning to  that  church,  no  matter  whether  he  labelled  them  contribu- 
tions, or  for  political  purposes,  I  say  I  want  to  know  all  about 
them.  We  have  this  witness  here,  and  I  take  it  that  she  does  not 
want  tii  stay  here.  I  want  to  put  those  in  evidence  and  cross-ex- 
amine her  upon  the  details  ,,f  that  transaction,  without  going  t<> 
the  trouble  of  calling  her  hack  here.  The  question  of  whether 
it's  premature  or  not,  perhaps  is  debatable,  but  the  question  as  to 
whether  it  is  admissible  or  n<  t  I  don't  think  is  debatable  at  all. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  No,  Mr.  Chairman,  while  1  don't  doubt  your 
word  or  your  sincerity  in  saying  that  yon  have  evidence  that  cer- 
tain ministers  pr  certain  members  of  the  church  may  have  keen 
active  for  Senator  Stephenson  and  have  done  improper  things — T 
saw  in  the  name  of  common  sense,  bring  that  evidence  before  the 
committee  before  vmi  drag  in  all  the  churches  to  which  Senator 
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Stephenson  lias  contributed.  If  what  you  say  is  true,  bring  in  the 
evidence  that  certain  churches  or  certain  ministers  or  certain 
members  of  a  congregation  got  money  and  were  active,  and  then 
introduce  your  check  to  show  it. 

The  Chairman:     This  shows  that  they  got  money. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  But  it  doesn't  show  on  the  record  that  a 
single  cent  was  used  improperly.  Let  us  get  that  evidence  in  first. 
Perhaps  it  may  incommode  Miss  Stringham,  but  I  think  there  are 
thing's  more  serious  than  the  incommoding  of  a  witness,  and  that 
is  the  airing  of  the  private  business  of  an  individual,  until  we  have 
laid  a  foundation.  That  is  the  only  point  I  make  in  connection 
with  it. 

Mr.  Bray:  Mr.  Chairman,  you  say  you  know.  Can  you  prove 
it,  and  do  yon  propose  to  prove  it? 

The  Chairman:  1  shall  bring  witnesses  here  to  prove  just  ex- 
actly that,  if  I  am  given  an  opportunity  to. 

Mr.  Pray  :     What  church  do  you  refer  to? 

The  Chairman:  Well,  they  have  objected  to  naming  the 
churches,  and  perhaps  it  might  be  premature  to  name  it;  although 
if  anybody  asks  you  privately,  you  tell  them  that  it  was  the  Luth- 
eran church. 

Mr.  Whitman  :  Do  you  mean  an  individual  church  or  the  Luth- 
eran church  in  general  ?  •     ' 

The  Chairman:      No,  the  general. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  Well,  I  would  like  some  evidence  first  before 
the  checks  come  in,  with  all  due  respect  to  the  chairman. 

The  Chairman  :  Well,  of  course,  don't  stand  in  the  way  of 
respect  for  the  chairman,  because  the  chairman  isn't  thin-skinned' 
at  all. 

Mr.  Bray:  As  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  then,  you  say 
that  you  know  and  can  prove  that  members  of  the  Lutheran 
church,  if  not  representatives  in  the  pulpit,  used  their  influence 
for  Mr.  Stephenson  because  of  some  contributions  they  expected 
or  had  received  from  him? 

Flie  Chairman:  Well,  not  just  exactly  that.  I  say  that  the 
gentlemen  who  were  going  through  the  state  and  whom  the  testi- 
mony already  shows  received  money  for  going  through  the  state, 
represented  to  the  members  of  that  church  that  Senator  Stephen- 
son was  contributing  liberally  to  that  church  and  would  contribute 
more  liberally  if  he  were  nominated,  and  that  that  was  used.  I 
don't  say  that  I  can  bring  in  any  voter  who  would  say  that  he 
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wouldn't  have  voted  for  Senator  Stephenson  if  it  hadn't  been  for 
that  representati*  n,  I  don  t  expect  to  go  that  far,  but  I  do  expect 
thai  witnesses  who  will  come  before  this  committee  will  swear 
that  representations  of  that  kind  were  made  to  the  members  of 
that  church. — and  the  members  of  that  church,  perhaps,  are  not 
responsible  for  it  at  all. 

Senator  Busting:  Does  it  appear  from  the  evidence  that  that 
particular  check  was  used  as  a  contribution  to  that  particular 
church  to  which  you  refer?  Has  the  witness  been  asked  that 
question  ? 

The  Chairman:  Well.  1  don't  know  whether  it's  a  different 
church  organization  or  not. 

Senator  Busting:     1  mean  the  general — 

Tie  Chairman  :     The  general  name  is  the  same. 

Senator  I  lusting  :     The  witness  has  already  so  testified. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  it's  in  the  record  here  from  Miss 
Stringham — I  don't  want  to  name  the  church  society  if  you  don't 
want  it  in  the  record  here. 

Senator  Husting:  1  don't  mean  the  particular  church  congre- 
gate m,  hut  the  church. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  Miss  Stringham  has  already,  in  her 
testimi  ny,  stated  what  church  this  went  to,  although  the  check  it- 
sel  E  doesn't  show. 

Miss  Stringham:     Well,  it  shows  on  the  stub. 

Senator  I  [listing:  1  lave  you  read  the  stub,  or  will  you  read  the 
stub  ? 

The  Chairman  :  I  think  Miss  Stringham  read  the  entry  here 
which  is  on  the  hook  and  shows  the  same  as  the  stub. 

Mr.  Bray:  Well,  if  I  interpret  your  remarks  correctly  Mr. 
Chairman,  you  want  to  introduce  these  checks  for  the  purpose  of 
proving,  if  possible,  that  members  of  the  Lutheran  church 
throughout  the  state  may  have  been,  or  likely  were,  influenced  im- 
properly  to  support  Senator  Stephenson  because  of  his  contribu- 
tions to  their  churches? 

The  Chairman :     Yes. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Do  you  think  that  that  is  unlawful  and  illegal 
conduct — that  C  assuming  that  everything  that  you  have  stated  is 
true,  would  that  he  unlawful  or  illegal? 

The  Chairman  :  I  think  that  would  be  a  question  of  law  for 
the  committee  to  determine  when  they  make  up  their  findings. 

Mr.  Brae:     I  suppose  you  might  carry  your  reasoning  further 
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and  say  that  you  are  of  the  opinion  that  members  of  that  church 
can  be  influenced  by  contributions  to  their  church;  that  is,  their 
votes  can  be  bought  in  that  way? 

The  Chairman:  I  suppose  they  are  human.  I  suppose  there 
are-people  in  all  organizations  that,  when  they  don't  care  what  the 
results  are.  if  they  feel  that  a  person  is  liberal  to  some  institution 
that  they  are  interested  in,  it  might  warp  their  judgment  slightly. 
I  have  heard  intimations  of  that  kind  with  reference  to  people 
who  belong  to  all  softs  of  organizations  and  societies  and  so  on. 
It  may  be  an  unjust  accusation,  but  there  is  a  lurking  suspicion  in 
the  minds  of  some  people  that  men  who  haven't  any  particular  in- 
terest one  way  or  the  other  in  the  outcome  of  an  election,  that  lib- 
erality in  that  way  might  cause  them  to  go  to  the  polls,  when  they 
might  otherwise  stay  at  home. 

Mr.  Bray:  When  you  state  "some  people"  you  refer  particu- 
larly to  yourself,  don't  you,  Mr.  Chairman? 

The  Chairman:  Well,  I  don't  know  whether  I  am  one  of  that 
class  or  not.  I  have  conversed  with  people  who  seemed  to  have 
that  idea. 

Mr.  Bray:     Your  friends,  then  ? 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  I  think  that  is  too  personal.  I  object  to  that 
sort  of  dialogue. 

The  Chairman  :  Well,  now,  it  has  been  suggested  here  that  we 
take  an  intermission  and  talk  this  over,  and  perhaps  we  can  have 
some  agreement  as  to  what  we  shall  do  in  connection  with  this 
matter;  but  that  will  be  my  offer  here  as  to  the  proof.  We  will 
lake  a  recess  for  ten  minutes. 

After  a  recess  : . 

The  Chairman:  I  think  on  that  matter  I  will  withdraw  the 
general  offer  and  confine  this  offer  at  the  present  to  one  check ;  but 
you,  perhaps,  want  to  make  the  same  motion  on  that. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     What  is  the  check? 

The  Chairman:     This  check  (handed  to  Mr.  Hambrecht.) 

Air.  Hambrecht:  1  have  no  objection  whatever  to  that  check, 
if  that  is  the  check  you  want  to  introduce,  none  whatever.  That 
is  in  the  record. 

The  Chairman  :     That  is,  you  refer  to  check  G81. 

Q.  I  show  you  this  check  681  then,  to  F.  J.  Eppling.  for  $200, 
dated  July  17,  1908,  signed  by  Isaac  Stephenson,  and  will  ask  you 
whether  or  not  that  had  to  do  with  the  campaign  of  Isaac  Steph- 
enson ? 
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A.  The  notation  here  is  "!;.  J.  Eppling,  Watertown  College, 
$200.     That  is  the  same  check. 

(  ).  Well,  the  question  was  whether  or  not  that  had  to  do  with 
the  Stephenson  campaign? 

A.   Xot  that  I  know  of.     Not  to  my  knowledge. 
(  ).  Were  you  present  when  that  transaction  occurred  in  connec- 
ts >n  with  that  check  ? 

A.  Yes,  1  was  in  the  office  when  he  came  in  and  asked  for  a  do- 
nati(  >n. 

Q.   You  heard  the  conversation,  did  you? 

\.  1  heard  the  conversation  and  was  told  to  write  the  check, 
and  I  wrote  that  check. 

Q.  And  what  was  the  conversation? 
A.  Why.  I  can't  repeat  it.     He  asked  for  a  donaton. 
Q.    Had  this  same  gentleman  keen  in  the  office  prior  to  that 
time? 

A.  Xever  to  my  knowledge.  [  never  saw  him  before,  nor 
since. 

Q.   Was  he  after  that  time? 
A.   1  never  saw  him  after  that  time. 

<  ;.  Did  o.i!  know  that  there  were  two  other  checks  issued  to 
him  for  campaign  purposes? 

A.   From  Senator  Stephenson's  office? 

Q.  Yes,  or  from  any  office  in  connection  with  Senator  Stephen- 
son's campaign  ? 

\.  Well.  I  don't  know  of  any  campaign  checks  that  were  is- 
sued outside  of  Senator  Stephenson's  office.  1  had  nothing  to  do 
with  that. 

Q.   Well,  he  wa>  only  in  the  office  to  your  knowledge  once? 
A.    <  Mice. 

Q.   And  that  was  on  July  L7th,  was  it? 
A.  The  date  of  the  check,  yes. 

Q.   And   you   heard  all   of   the   conversation   and   nothing   was 
-aid  with  reference  to  the  campaign? 
A.    Mot  that  T  heard. 

Q.  Well.  I  will  put  that  in  two  questions.  Did  you  hear  all 
of  the  conversation  ? 

A.  I  heard  all  of  the  conversation  till  after  I  had  written  the 
check.  Then  I  was  in  and  out  of  the  office.  They  visited  quite 
a  while  there.  1  really  don't  know  what  they  talked  about — one 
thing  and  another  when  T  was  in  the  office. 
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O.   You  didn't  hear  all  of  that  conversation? 
A.  No,  I  wasn't  in  the  office  all  of  the  time  after  I  wrote  the 
check.     I  was  in  and  out  of  the  office.     I  might  have  been  out 
five  or  ten  minutes,  maybe  twenty  minutes. 

O.  Well,  yon  heard  all  of  the  conversation  before  the  drawing 
of  the  check,  did  yon? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  were  particular  about  that,  about  hearing  all  of  it : 
A.  Yes,  I  sat  there  in  the  room. 

Q.  And  you  recollect  now  that  there  was  nothing  said  about 
the  campaign  before  the  drawing  of  the  check? 
A.   Xo,  there  wasn't  anything. 
O.  There  wasn't  anything? 
A.   Not  to  my  knowledge. 

O.  And  this  check  or  the  expenditure  connected  with  it  doesn't 
appear  anywhere  on  the  expense  account  of  Mr.  Stephenson  as 
campaign  expenses  ? 

A.  Why,  I  didn't  make  out  his  campaign  account.  I  entered 
this  under  "contributions,"  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Q.  Well,  I  know  you  didn't  make  out  his  campaign  expense--, 
but  you  did  keep  an  account  of  his  campaign  expenses  on  pages 
(i.'i,  64  and  65  of  this  journal  here,  and  this  doesn't  appear  on  that 
campaign  expense  account. 

A.   It  appears  under  "contributions,"  to  Watertown  College. 
Q.   It  does  not  appear  on  this  campaign  account? 
A.  Not   that   I —   That   is   the   reason   it   wasn't   in   the   other 
checks.  I  didn't  select  it,  you  know,  with  the  campaign  checks 
that  I  handed  in  first.     Further  than  that,  I  know  nothing  about 
it. 

Q.  Well.  I  say,  you  haven't  any  record  of  it  in  connection  with 
the  campaign  expenses,  have  you? 

A.  Over  here  (referring 'to  book)  ?     No. 

The  Chairman  :  I  want  to  offer  this  check,  number  68i,  in  evi- 
dence.    I  understand  there  is  no  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     There  is  no  objection  on  my  part. 
Marked  Exhibit  84. 
Exhibit  84  is  as  follows: 
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EXHIBIT  84. 

The  Com  Exchange  National  Hank  No.  681. 

of  Chicago. 

Marinette,  Wis.,  July  17,  1908. 
Lay  to  the  order  of  F.  J.  Eppling  $200 

Two  hundred  dollars 

X 
E.S<  >22258B 

Isaac  Stephenson. 

Indorsements:  F.  J.  Eppling.  Pay  to  the  order  of  the 
National  Lank  of  the  Republic,  Chicago,  111.  Bank  of  Algoma, 
Algoma,  Wis.  A.  W.  Hamacher,  Asst.  Cashier.  Laid  through 
Chicago  Clearing  House,  A.  M.  July  30,  1908.  National  Lank 
of  the  Republic. 

The  Chairman:  Now  with  the  understanding  that  these 
checks  arc-  to  remain  here  with  the  committee,  and  I  suppose  with 
the  further  understanding  that  Miss  Stringham  will  return,  per- 
haps without  a  subpoena,  1  think  that  is  all  1  wish  to  ask  with 
reference  to  the  checks.  There  is  a  bill  up  just  now  which  some 
of  us  want  to  vote  on  I  think.  I  would  like  to  take  another  recess. 

(Recess  taken.) 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  Miss  Stringham.  1  show  yon  check  ''689''  for  $IOO,  and 
ask  vmi  for  what  purpose  that  was  given,  if  you  know? 

A.  The  Chicago  check  hook  is  over  there  by  you.  (witness 
examines  the  check  book)  I  did  not  write  this  check.  It  was 
when  I  was  out  of  the  city.     It  says  "Wisconsin  National  Guard.'' 

Q.  1  show  you  the  check  No.  "085"  and  ask  you  for  what  pur- 
pi  -!■  that  was  given  ? 

A.  "M.  I).  Imhoff.  Captain  of  the  First  Infantry  of  the  Wis- 
consin National  Guards." 

Q.  Will  von  examine  these,  and  see  if  there  are  any  more  for 
the  same  purpose  in  these  checks? 

A.  That  (indicating)  i^  a  business  check.  That  (indicating) 
is  a  contribution. 

O.  Check  No.  "077,  S500.  I  will  ask  yon  for  what  purpose 
that  was  given  ? 
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A.  That  was  made  out  to  the  order  of  Ole  O.  Omstead,  finan- 
cial secretary,  Eau  Claire.  They  were  building  a  Lutheran 
Hospital  there. 

Q.   And  fur  what  purpose  was  check  702  given? 

A.  Well  that  is  private  husiness.  "J.  J.  William-.  '  a-  secre- 
tary of  the  "Resthaven"  Sanitarium,  Waukesha.  That  was  for 
the  purchase  of  some  bonds  of  the  Sanitarium  Company,  in  which 
lie  was  already  interested  That  was  to  complete  the  building. 
Incidentally,  1  have  the  bonds  in  the  deposit  box  to  show. 

O.  What  is  the  nature  of  that  association  that  you  mentioned? 

A.   Well,  it  is  a  sanitarium. 

Mr.  Hyzer:     That  is  the  name  of  it? 

A.    Yes,  the  "Resthaven  Sanitarium." 

Q.   There  are  two  checks  of  $250  each? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Black:     I  think  he  subscribed  $1,000. 

Witness:  lie  had  some  in  before,  and  the}-  were  raising  more 
money  to  complete  the  building,  and  he  bought  these. 

O.  In  no  sense  were  these  for  campaign  purposes? 

A.   Not  at  all. 

Q.    I  show  you  check  692,  and  a-k  you  for  what  that  was  issued? 

A.  Well,  1  didn't  write  that  check.  It  was  in  my  absence. 
Thi>  is  the  notation — I  put  that  on  afterwards  in  tracing  it — 
"R.  C.  Moore.  President."     I  don'  know  where  that  went. 

Q.   Do  you  know  what  he  is  president  of? 

A.   I  didn't  write  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  that  was  used  for  campaign  pur- 
poses or  not? 

A.  "President;"  that  is  all  I  know  of.  I  haven't  any  reason  to 
think  it  is.     I  suppose  that  is  a  donation,  like  the  rest. 

0.   You  think  it  is  a  donation  of  some  sort? 

A.   I  think  so,  yes,  sir. 

Hie  Chairman:     Q.   Does  it  appear  on  the  contribution  list? 

A.  (  )n  the  book? 

1  Examines  book. ) 

A.    (  continued  )  Yes. 

Senator  Husting: 

Q.  Here  is  a  draft  on  the  People's  Sta_te  Bank.  Hudson,  Wis  , 
S50.  Can  you  state  for  wdiat  purpose  that  was  given?  I  am 
not  asking  you  to  mention  names. 
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A.  No,  !  couldn't  anyway,  because  I  don't  remember.  Some- 
one wrote  for  a  donation,  to  Senator  Stephenson.  It  was  in  my 
absence,  but  I  know  about  the  time  it  was  drawn,  about  the  time 
I  went  away:  but  the  letter  came  before.     It  was  the  "Ebenezer 

Church'    committee. 

Q.   That  is  a  draft  on  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  sight  draft.  He  told  them  to  draw  on  him.  They 
wanted  a  donation.     It  appears  on  the  book  here. 

Q.  Here  are  two  checks;  you  have  been  questioned  on  these; 
can  you  state  who  wrote  those  checks.-' 

A.  I  cannot.  They  were  written  in  Milwaukee.  This  ;s  pri- 
vate business  that  I  refuse  to  speak  of  in  public.  These  checks 
were  given  in  Milwaukee  when  Senator  Stephenson  was  down 
there.  They  were  probably  written  in  the  hank  by  someone,  at 
his  order,  of  course.     That  is  his  signature. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  the  check  hook  of  the  Corn  Exchange 
Bank  there.  There  are  some  stubs  missing".  I  want  to  ask  you 
whether  you  know  what  became  of  those? 

A.  I  think  I  can  answer  as  to  most  all  of  these.  There  is  one 
for  Beloit  College,  $500. 

O.  That  is  tyoy.  I  think  those  are  accounted  for  ;  that  we  have 
the  check  for. 

Witness:  These  (indicating  blank  stubs) simply  were  not  used. 
If  I  make  a  mistake,  and  have  to  re-write  a  check  I  tear  it  out 
■  f  the  Lack,  you  knew,  so  a>  not  to  destroy  the  others. 

Q.  !  call  your  attention  to  "S.  <  >.  22, n)^,"  and  S.  O.  22.305" 
and  "S.  (  ).  22.  396,''  which  \  think  are  missing;  that  is.  there  are 
no  checks. 

A.    I   sa_\\  if  I  should  make  a  mi-take  in  writing  a  check  here, 

and  have  to  re-write  it,  T  would  tear  one  off  the  hack  here,  to  use. 

Q.   You  don't  make  any  notation,  then  on  the  stub? 

A.    No;  these  have  not  been   filled  out,  unless  there   are   some 

that   Senator   Stephenson  tore  out   and  used   from   time  to  time. 

There  have  been  no  checks  written  at  the  office  for  these. 

O.  But  there  were  -ome  written  on  loose  checks  by  Mr. 
Stephenson  ? 

A.   Why.    we   found  one    here;    the  check  to  Mr.    Ekern  was 
written  in  that  way.     There  may  have  been  another. 
O.  I  think  there  were  two  or  three  others. 

A.  He  always  carries  some  loose  checks  for  his  own  conven- 
ience when  he  is  out  of  the  city. 
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Senator  Husting:  I  just  asked  you  if  you  know  of  your  own 
knowledge  whether  these  were  unused  or  whether  they  are  un- 
accounted checks. 

O.  Now,  if  they  are  missing,  you  are  unable  to  give  any  posi- 
tive statement  as  to  what  became  of  them,  these  three  checks  I 
refer  to? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  make  it  any  plainer. 

O.  You  say  you  are  unable  to  state  what  became  of  the  checks 
corresponding  with  these  (indicating)  ? 

A.  I  know  they  have  not  been  used  for  checks,  only  so  far  as 
Senator  Stephenson  carried  some  in  his  pocket,  and  made  them  out 
when  he  was  out  of  the  city;  and  in  that  case  the  check  would 
come  back  to  me  through  the  Corn  Exchange,  as  those  have.  He 
may  have  some  of  these  in  his  pocket,  for  all  I  know. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Q.  Those  have  not  come  back? 

A.  They  have  not  come  back.  I  well  get  them  at  the  end  of 
the  month. 

O.  I  asked  you  whether  you  know  anything  about  it  person- 
ally, yourself? 

A.   I  have  no  means  of  knowing. 

O.  I  show  you  check  5,212,  without  mentioning  to  whom  itis. 
will  you  state  for  what  that  was  given? 

A.  Why,  yes,  it  was  part  of  my  salary  that  I  was  drawing. 

Q.  That  was  not  the  amount  of  your  salary? 

A.   No,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  your  books  show  a  salary  of  so  much  every  month  ? 

A.  This  book  doesn't  show  it  all,  because  my  year  begins  the 
1st  of  September.  Of  course,  I  will  tell  you,  privately,  if  you 
are  curious  to  know,  what  my  salary  is. 

O.   No,  I  don't  wish  to  know. 

A.  This  was  the  balance  of  my  account  when  I  went  on  my 
vacation.     I  don't  remember  just  what  I  spent  it  for,  either. 

O.  Now,  there  are  a  number  of  items  here.  Will  you  look 
at  the  personal  cash  account  of  Mr.  Stephenson  in  the  book 
that  you  have.     The  items  of  cash  that  appear  there. 

A.  Those  are  only  so  far  as  they  passed  through  my  hands. 

O.  You  don't  know  whether  any  part  of  that  sum  was  used 
in  the  campaign  or  not? 

A.  I  have  no  reason  to  think  it  was.  He  has  to  have  money 
occasionallv  to  use  for  himself. 
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Q.  I  ask  you  whether  you  know  it  was  used  for  the  campaign 
or  not  ? 

A.    I  haven't  any  reason  to  think  it  was. 

Q.   Do  you  know  whether  it  was  or  not? 

A.    [£  ]  haven't  any  reason  to  know  it,  I  suppose  I  don't  know 
it.     I  don't  know. 

M.  Hyzer:     That  is  the  right  answer,  if  you  don't. 

O.  I   show  you    checks    "5.137.''    ''5,142."    "5.152,"    "5,169," 
"5. 1  J^."  and  "5,180." 

Mr.  Black:  (interrupting)  On  the  Stephenson  National 
Hank. 

O.    (continued)    Yes,    on    the    Stephenson    National    Bank,    in 

ms  totalling  $50,000.  Will  you  look  to  see.  in  the  stub  book, 
what  they  were  for? 

A.    1  know,  without  looking  in  the  stub  book,  what  it  was  for. 

Q.   What   were   they   for? 

A.  That  is  Senator  Stephenson's  private  business,  which  I  de- 
cline to  state. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  interpose  the  same  objection. 

Witness :     I  will  tell  you,  privately. 

Q.  Without  mentioning  any  names,  I  ask  you  for  what  pur- 
I ")( >se  they  were  issued  ? 

A.  It  was  his  private  business. 

O.  Some  loan  account,  was  it  not? 

A.  Yes,  sir.     You  saw  the  account  entered  here. 

O.  Now,  Senator  Stephenson  did  have  you — 

A.  (  interrupting)  I  have  forgotten  just  the  date  of  those 
checks,  but  it  don't  make  any  difference. 

Mr.  Hyzer:    Will  you  let  me  inquire  what  she  refers  to? 

Senator  Husting:  O.  Will  you  state  then  to  whom  the  loans 
were  made? 

A.  It  is  just  a  loan  to  the  company  whose  name  appears  on  the 
check. 

O.  Do  you  know  how  often  interest  was  paid  on  these  loans? 

A.  Well,  the  company's  books  show  that.  I  don't  know.  It 
is  a  book  account.  There  is  no  note,  and  his  own  account  runs 
against  that  on  the  company's  book--. 

O.  How  often  do  they  pay  interest0 

A.  Well,  the  book  here  shows  when  they  paid  it  last.  They 
still  have  some  of  that  money:  but  you  will  have  to  get  that  from 
the  company. 
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Mr.  Black:     What  is  the  elate  of  those  checks? 

Senator  Husting:  There  are  various  dates,  running"  through- 
out a  length  of  time. 

\\  itness  :  It  was  before  the  lumber  was  sold,  you  know.  Un- 
less I  emitted  some,  the  first  was  September  12th  and  they  gave 
inttrest  on  seventy-five  thousand.  That  is  what  he  had  with 
them.     It  was  for  a  varying  length  of  time. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  O.  That  is  an  account  that  varies  all  the  time? 

A.   Yes.  it  varies.     He  is  drawing  against  it  all  the  time. 

By  Mr.  Husting: 

Q.  Is  that  an  account  he  has  had  a  number  of  years,  making 
loans  of  that  kind  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  there  has  been  some  evidence  here  about  conversa- 
tions you  had  or  overheard.  Did  you  and  Mr.  Stephenson  oc- 
cupy— I  mean  has  Mr  Stephenson  more  than  one  room  in  which 
he  doe.-*  his  business? 

A.  Yes,  he  has  two  offices. 

Q.  Connected? 

A.  Connected. 

O.  Two  office  room.-  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  do  you  occupy  the  same  room  with  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  who  occupies  the  other  room  ? 

A.  Well,  when  his  son  Watson  Stephenson — before  he  tooi< 
charge  of  the  company's  matters  he  had  his  desk  in  there.  Last 
summer  Mr.  Patrick  was  there. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  a  little  while  ago  that  when  these 
checks  were  made  out  you  left  the  room,  and  only  heard  frag- 
ments of  the  conversation  after  that.  What  I  am  trying  to  get 
at  is — 

A.   (  interrupting)    What  particular  time  do  you  mean? 

Q.  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is:  If  whenever  visitors  called 
on  Mr.  Stephenson  on  any  business  transactions,  or  politics,  you 
remained  in  the  room  to  hear  all  the  conversation  ? 

A.  Why.  I  am  never  requested  to  leave  the  room,  unless  some 
one  comes  in  who  has  some  business — not  Mr.  Stephenson's 
business,  but  someone  else  who  prefers  to  see  him  in  private, 
other  times  I  come  and  go  in  the  office. 
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Q.  Where  do  you  go? 

A.  Sometimes  1  go  out  in  the  outer  office,  or  sometimes  in  the 
office  of  the  X.  L,udington  Company,  that  connects.  1  may  go 
out  on  the  street,  on  an  errand. 

Q.   During  the    entire    campaign    weren't    you    sometimes 
quested  to  leave  the  room,  and  leave  Mr.  Stephenson  and  son* 
these  men  whose  names  appear  in  these  checks;  and  did  not  over- 
hear the  conversation  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  any  instance  where  I  was  asked  to  leave 
the  room. 

By  Senator  Morris : 

Q.   How  long  have  you  been  the  senator's  private  secretary? 

A.  Oh,  something  over  seventeen  years. 

O.  You  have  other  duties  besides  the  drawing  of  checks,  have 
y<  iu  n<  >t  ? 

A.  I  attend,  yes,  to  his  private  business,  most  of  it.  excepting 
his  real  estate,  that  he  rents.  T  don't  have  anything  to  do  with  that. 
He  has  an  agent  for  that. 

Q.  Do  you  look  after  his  correspondence? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Has  it  been  the  senator's  custom  to  explain  to  you  the 
poses  for  which  he  disbursed  money  or  drew  checks? 

A.  He  might  pay  out  a  few  dollars  and  not  tell  me  what  it  was 
for.     Yes,  as  a  rule,  I  know  where  everything  goes. 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  you  what  you  know.  I  am  asking  you  if 
he  makes  it  a  rule  to  tell  you  what  the  money  is  used  for? 

A.  Well,  as  a  rule  he  does.  There  may  be  exceptions,  but  if 
it  depends  upon  anything  T  have  to  charge  up  to  certain  account^ 
you  understand — ■ 

Q.   (interrupting)     He  tells  y<>u  what  account  to  charge  it  to? 

A.  Well,  T  know.  yes. 

Q.  Of  course,  that  is  a  matter  of  bookkeeping  ' 

A.   Fes,  sir. 

Q.  Xow.  that  is  not  my  question.  Of  eourse,  you  have  to 
have  that  much  information  in  order  to  keep  his  accounts.  I 
understand  that.  But  does  he  make  it  a  rule  t,>  explain  to  you 
always,  when  he  draws  cheeks,  what  the  money  is  to  be  used  for? 

A.  Why,  as  a  rule,  if  I  don't  know  he  tells  me  what  to  write 
on  the  stub.  If  you  mean  by  your  question  that  he  makes  any 
secret    of    it.    he    does    not. 

75 
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<x>.  I  don't  mean  that.     Does  he  maue  it  a  rule  to  inform  you? 

A,,  Why,  yes/ as  a  rule,  I  know. 

<^.  As  a  rule  you  know  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir.     He  might  pay  out  a  small  amount — 

(^.  (interrupting)  My  question  is  not  as  to  what  you  know, 
but  what  he  tells  you.  For  instance,  suppose  the  senator 
wanted  a  check  drawn  for,  say  $1,500 ;  does  he  got  into  the  detail 
always  and  explain  what  that  check  is  for,  or  does  he  merely — 

A.  (interrupting)  Well,  the  party  in  favor  of  whom  I  drew 
the  check  would  show  what  it  was  for;  the  name  on  the  cheek. 

Q.  Now,  you  are  not  answering  the  question.  I  am  asking 
yon   what  he  tells  you  when  he  asks  yon  to  draw  a  check? 

A.  Yon  mean  if  he  ;isks  me  to  get  the  currency? 

Q.  No.  I  don't  mean  that. 

A.  Will,  I  can't  answer  your  question  any  more  fully  until 
you  make  your  questions  plainer. 

Q.  Well,  I  will  do  all  I  can  to  make  it  plainer.  It  is  this : 
Has  it  been  Senator  Stephenson's  practice,  when  he  directed 
you  to  draw  a  check,  to  explain  in  detail  to  yen  what  it  was  for? 

A.  Why.  yes;  it  has  been  his  habit.  I  think  my  notations  on 
the  stubs  show  that. 

Q.  You  think  he  does  explain  to  you  in  detail  what  it  is  for? 

A.  Why,  if  he  is  making  a  loan,  or  a  purchase,  certainly  he 
tells  me  what  it  is  for. 

<x>.  That  is  not  the  question.  Does  he  explain  to  you  in  de- 
tail, when  he  directs  you  to  draw  a  check,  what  the  money  is 
for  ? 

A.  Well.  1  don't  know  that  I  can  answer  that  question  any 
more  plainly  than  I  have. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     She  explained  it  by  saying  what  he  said. 

Senator  Husting :  As  I  understand  the  answer  of  the  witness 
it  is  merely  a  direction  to  her  as  to  what  account  she  should 
charge  it  to.  That  is  not,  I  take  it,  the  senator's  question,  which 
is  as  to  whether  he  takes  her  into  his  confidence  and  tells  her 
the   details  of  the  transaction. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  (to  witness)  Does  he  explain  in  detail  about  the 
transaction?     That  is  Senator  Morris's  question. 

(to  Senator  Morris)  You  mean  by  "detail"  all  about  it; 
everything? 

Senator  Morris:     Yes. 
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Witness:     In  other  words,  so  I   will  know  where  i1   is  goingl 

Senator  Morris:     No,  my  question  is  this 

Mr.   Hyzer:     Jusl   Leave  ou1   where  it    is  going,   for  instance. 

Senator  .Morris:  We  say,  l'«>r  instance,  Senator  Stephenson 
directs  you  to  draw  a  check  for  $10,000.  Has  it  been  his  prac- 
tice to  tell  you  whal  thai  money  is  to  be  used  for,  where  it  goes 
to,  what  the  object  and  purpose  of  it   it.' 

A.   Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Thai    has  been  his  invariable  custom  .' 

A.    Yes.   sir. 

<L>.  Has  it  been  your  practice  to  always,  in  some  way,  keep  a 
record  of  such  information  as  he  gave  you  in  regard  to  checks? 

A.  Well,  I  answered  that  partly  yesterday.  Yes,  it  is.  Those 
large  cheeks  thai  I  drew,  for  campaign  purposes,  I  made  no 
record  because  I  knew  so  well  what  they  were.  ;md  so  did  ne; 
and  no  one  else  has  excess  to  the  hooks. 

<v>.  You  said  he  always  gave  you  detailed  information.  Now, 
my  question  is:  Do  you  always  keep  a  detailed  record  of  that 
information  that  he  gives  you? 

A.   Well,  in  That  ea.se  1  didn't  write  it  down.     As  a  rule.  1  do. 

<t>.  As  a  rule,  you  do.  Then  these  records  show,  as  a  rule,  all 
the  information  that  he  imparted  to  you.' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Isn't  it  true  thai  there  is  no  memoranda  at  all  on  the 
stubs  here,  in  a  great  many  instances.' 

A.   Well,   it    wasn't  necessary.     No,  it    wasn't    necessary. 

Senator  .Morris:     Well,  that  is  all. 

Witness:  Of  course,  if  these  books  were  for  the  inspection 
of   the    public — 

Senator  Morris:     That   is  all  T  want  answered. 

Witness:      T   would  like  to  answer  that   question  fully. 

Q.    I    understand    he    always   gave   you   detailed    information? 

A.   Yes.  but  his  servants — 

Q.  (continued  1  And  you  always  kepi  a  detailed  record  of 
that    information  .' 

A.    Yes.   T   did   say   SO. 

Senator   .Morris:     That   answers  my  question. 

Witness.:  But.  T  wish  to  explain  furl  her.  There  are  many 
checks  where  there  are  no  notations  on  the  stubs.  For  instance, 
there  are  men  working  about  his  farm.  I  keep  their  time  books; 
and  men  working  about  his  house,  and  maids  in  the  house,  and 
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checks  of  that  sort.  I  don 't  put  it  on  the  stub  because  I  know 
them  just  as  well  as  I  know  anyone  around  the  premises. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  In  other  words,  do  I  understand  you  to  say 
you  know  the  nature  of  all  the  transactions  with  reference  to 
checks  that  you  have  drawn? 

A.  Almost  entirely,  yes,  sir.  There  might  be  a  few  that  I 
don't  know. 

•By  Mr.  Ingalls : 

Q.  If  you  write  the  word  "canvass"  either  in  your  book  or 
m  the  check,  that  means  a  certain  campaign,  at  a  certain  time, 
and  you  know  what  the  general  subject  of  that  is? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  are  fully  informed  of  the  subject  matter.  The 
word  ''canvass"  indicates  what  it  is  about.  That  is  what  you 
mean  by  "detail",  isn't  it  .' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  During  the  campaign  did  yon  attend  to  Senator  Stephen- 
son 's  correspondence  .' 

A.  Not  entirely. 

Q.  It  was  done  in  the  same  office  in  which  yon  were,  was  it? 

A.  "Well,  in  the  same  suite  of  offices. 

Q.  "Who  assisted  you  in  connection  with  the  correspondence  ? 

A.  Well,  there  didn't  anyone  assist  me;  but  Mr.  Patrick  is 
Mr.  Stephenson's  chief  clerk  at  "Washington.  During  the  sum- 
mer he  had  a  desk  in  the  outer  office,  and  of  course  a  good  many 
tetters  went  up   to  him. 

Q.  Are  you  a  stenographer?  Do  you  take  letters  from  dic- 
tation i 

A.  I  am  not  a.  stenographer,  no. 

Q.  You  and  Mr.  Patrick,  then,  had  charge  of  the  correspond- 
ence ' 

A.  Yes.  I  looked  after  the  private  correspondence,  the  busi- 
ness correspondence  more. 

Q.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  the  correspondence  in 
connection  with  the  campaign? 

A.  Not  much  of  any. 

Q.  Mr.  Patrick  had  all  of  that  to  do,  did  he? 

A.  There  wasn't  very  much  correspondence  from  our  office. 
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the  letters  thai  came,  requiring  answer,  must  of  them  were  sent 
down  to  headquarters  to  be  attended  t<>. 

Q.  \V;is  there  any  correspondence  from  your  office  during  the 
campaign  .' 

A.  Undoubtedly  there  was  some.     1  can't  tell  just  how  much. 

Cv).  What  was  done  wiHi  the  Letters  which  you  received,  and 
the  copies  of  the  letters  which  you  wrote,  in  connection  with  the 
campaign  .' 

A.  If  it  was  anything  that  needed  attention  it  was  forwarded 
to  headquarters.  It"  it  was  just  information  it  was  read  and 
destroyed.      I    tiled   no   campaign    letters. 

Q.  I  understood  Senator  Stephenson  to  say  in  his  testimony 
that  the  correspondence  was  still  in  the  office  up  there,  in  your 
charge  .' 

A.  All  of  his  correspondence,  nearly,  is  in  the  office,  excepting 
what   has  come  since  he  went  to  Washington  this  last  time. 

Q.  Did  you  bring  down  any  letters  or  copies  of  letters  in 
connection  with  the  campaign? 

A.  No;  because  I  had  preserved  none. 

Q.  There  are  no  letters  in  the  office,  or  copies  of  letters  in 
the  office  in  Marinette,  relating  to  the  campaign? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  You  would  know  it  if  there  were  any? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Were  there  any  there  at  the  time  Senator  Stephenson  testi- 
fied here,  some  two  weeks  ago  .' 

A.  No. 

Q.  There  were  none  then  .' 

A.  In  other  words.  I  have  not  destroyed  any  since  last  fall, 
as  they  cam.'. 

Q.  Did  you  look  through  the  files  of  the  letters  before  you 
came  down  here  to  find  out  whether  or  not  there  were  any  let- 
ters  there  relating  to  the  campaign? 

A.  T  didn't  look  through  the  tiles  because  I  haven't  filed  any. 
T  didn'1  file  any. 

Q.  Didn't  file   any   letters.' 

A.  Any  campaign  letters. 

Q.  Did  you  make  it   a  point  to  destroy  the  campaign  letters* 

A.  Yes.  those  that  were  not   sent   to  headquarters. 

Q.  You  either  sent,  in  all  cases,  the  letters  you  received  re- 
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lating   to   the    campaign,   to   headquarters,    or   destroyed   them. 
Is, that  true  .' 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  purpose  of  that? 

A.  Well,  the  purpose  was  to  avoid  tilling  up  the  letter  files, 
and  the  vault  where  I  keep  my  files. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  this  correspondence  was  not 
voluminous,  so  that  it  would  fill  any  vaults. 
A.  The  political  letters.'   . 
Q.  Yes. 

A.  There  was  no  object  in  filing  them.     I  wouldn't  file  them 
with  my  business  letters. 

Q.  It  is  your  practice  to  keep  all  business  letters? 
A.  Anything  of  any  importance.     I  wouldn't  say  I  kept  them 
all,  but  anything  showing  money  transactions,  or  any  deals  of 
any  sort,  I  keep. 

Q.  There  were  some  letters  in  connection  with  this  campaign 
showing  money  transactions,  were  there  not? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  remember  that.     Those    letters    that    were 
sent   to   headquarters.   I    don't   recollect   now   what  they  were 
about;  because  I  didn't  have  to  attend  to  them.     I  will  qualify 
that.     There  was  one  check  that  I  sent  here.— I  don't  remember 
the  date— to  Mr.  Stephenson.     It  is  on  the  statement. 
Mr.  Hambrecht:     To  Walter  Alexander? 
A.  To  Walter  Alexander. 
Q.  I  didn't  get  the  last  of  that  answer. 
A.  I  want  to  qualify  that,     I  sent  a  check  to  Walter  Alex- 
ander, of  Wausau.     You  have  seen  that  check  among  the  can- 
celled checks.     I  sent  that.     What  I  mean  is,  it  was  sent  from 
Marinette.     You  asked   if  there  were   any  money  transactions. 
Mr.  Black:     That  was  after  the  headquarters  was  closed? 
A.  It  was  when  they  were  settling  up.  yes. 
Q.  Did  you  receive  a  statement  of  what  that  was  for? 
A.  Not  a  detailed  statement. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  statement,  either  in  detail  or  other- 
wise, as  to  what  it  was  for? 

A.  I  think  his  letter  did  show  it.     I  don't  recollect;  but  it 
was  for  money  he  had  spent. 

Q.  What  was  done  with  that  letter? 

A.  Well.  I  don't  know  where  it  is. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  is  in  your  office  or  not? 
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A.  I  can't  say  about  that. 

Q.  You  didn't  Look   for  thai  .' 

A.  I  didn't  have  it  in  mind  when  I  was  looking,  because  my 
check  showed  it.  and  thai  is  all  there  was  to  it. 

<w>.  The  check  didn't  show  whal   it   was  for 

A.   For  services  during  the  canvass. 

<v>.  Doesn't  show  what  services.  Does.  it.  in  fact,  show  n  was 
for  services  .' 

.Mi-.  Hambrecht:     Showed  it  was  for  the  canvass? 

Q.  The  stub  shows  it  was  for  services,  Miss  Stringham? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

<»).   Sure   about    that  .' 

A.  Wed.  1  know  it  was.  Of  course,  it  ought  to  be  admitted 
if  we  insist  on  it. 

.Mr.   Hambrecht:     Wha1   sorl   of  services .' 

A.    I    don't    know. 

The  Chairman:  The  reason  I  call  your  attention  to  it  is  that 
you  disagree  with  Senator  Stephenson,  and  I  want  you  to  be 
sure  about    it. 

A.  Did  he  have  the  check  book  to  refresh  his  memory? 

Mr.  Ilyzer:  I  don't  think  she  can  compare  her  testimony 
with   Senator  Stephenson's. 

The  Chairman:  She  made  the  remark  that  she  thought  I 
was  too  persistent  in  pressing  the  question. 

.Mr.   Black:      (to  the  witness)   The  date  is  October  29th. 

Witness:     (reading)   "Bids  paid  by  him." 

Q.  Don'i  you  think  you  are  mistaken  when  you  said  it  was 
for  services? 

A.   I  am  mistaken  in  the  way  it  is  expressed. 

Q.  You  don't  understand  that  Mr.  Alexander  rendered  any 
services,  or  charged  anything  for  his  services  at  ad.  do  you  .' 

A.   Xo. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Did  you  use  "services"  in  the  sense  of 
"canvass  .' " 

A.  I  meant  during  the  canvass:  for  different  things  lie  had 
attended  to  for  1dm   during  the   canvass. 

Q.  Now.  were  there  any  other  letters   relating   to   disburse 
ments    from    that    office,    or    proposed    disbursements — in    which 
disbursements  were  discussed  at  all? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  The  assembly  has  sent  down  word  that  there  is 
some  measure  that  they  want   our  vote  on.     It  is  the  request 
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of  the  assembly  that  we  go  up  there  and  vote    on  some  measure. 

Mr.  Hyzer :     If  this  witness  could  get  through,  she  would  like 
to  go  at  1:10. 

Mr.  Ilambrecht:     We  cannot  continue. 

Adjourned  until  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  March  3.  1909. 


Two  O'Clock  P.  M.,  March  3,  1909. 

Hearing  resumed. 

All  members  of  the  committee  present. 

The  Committee:  Was  some  member  of  the  committee  exam- 
ining Miss  Stringham  Avhen  we  adjourned? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Weren't  you,  Senator? 

Senator  Husting:  No,  I  think  not.  Senator  Morris,  I 
think,  was  examining  last. 

The  Chairman :     Any  of  the  members  any  questions  to  ask  ? 

Mr.  Ingalls :     Yes,  I  have  a  couple  of  questions. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  I  call  your  attention  to  check  dated  January  4,  1908,  No. 
5005,  for  $1,000,  and  I  will  ask  you  who  drew  that  check,  it* 
you  know. 

A.  I  drew  it. 

Q.  I  also  call  your  attention  to  another  check  dated  May 
14th,  1908,  on  the  Corn  Exchange  Bank,  for  $1,000,  without 
any  number,  and  ask  you  who  drew  that  check? 

A.  Mr.  Patrick  drew  that  check.  It  was  a  loose  check  that 
Mr.  Stephenson  had. 

Q.  Was  that  signed  by  Isaac  Stephenson? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  the  other  check,  No.  5005.  signed  by  Isaac  Stephenson  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Without  giving  the  name,  do  you  know  the  person  who  is 
made  payee  in  those  checks? 

A.  I  have  seen  him  when  he  came  to  solicit  that  amount,  that 
first  amount,  in  the  office. 

Q.  The  first  amount  you  refer  to — No.  5005? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  as  to  the  other  check,  do  you  know  anything  about 
that  ? 
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A.  I  know  thai  he  wenl  to  ^Washington  to  solieil  thai  money — 
he  did  solicit  it  from  Senator  Stephenson  while  he  was  there. 
Mr.  Ingalls:     I  will  offer  these  two  checks  in  evidence. 

The  Chairman:  Now.  I  think  perhaps  that  opens  up  the 
question  hack  somewhal  farther.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  if 
it  is  the  desire  of  the  committee  to  go  back  as  far  as  May  or 
January,  I  wouldn't  object  to  them.  I  feel,  though,  if  w.e  go 
into  one  matter  back  that  far.  we  should  go  into  other  matters 
back  as  far  as  that. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  might  ask  this  question,  in  order  to  show 
the  materiality  of  it,  preliminary  to  the  introduction: 

Q.  I  will  ask  if  the  payee  in  those  checks — that  is,  if  you  know 
whether  he  was  either  a  member  or  candidate  for  member  of 
the  assembly? 

The  Chairman  :     At  the  time  the  checks  were  drawn  ? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Well,  I  don't  know,  I  am  sure. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  the  payee  was  a  member  of  the 
assembly  at  that  time? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  don't  know  about  that? 

A.  Yes,  he  was  a.  member  of  the  assembly:  that  is.  of  the  as- 
sembly before. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  at  the  time  these  were  given  he 
was  a  candidate  for  assembly  or  not? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  he  had  announced  it  or  not. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  will  make  the  offer.  Of  course.  I  will  agree 
to  supplement  it  by  proof  that  the  payee  was  a  member  of  the 
assembly,  and  as  to  when  he  became  a  candidate  for  his  present 
term  I  don't  know  exactly,  but  that  is  why  it  occurs  to  me  that 
they  may  be  material. 

The  Chairman:  If  that  is  the  purpose.  I  have  no  objection 
to  them. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Mr.  Chairman,  we  haven't  the  slightest  desire  to 
keep  out  any  facts  that  this  committee  wants — I  have  said  that 
several  times.  At  the  same  time  I  desire  to  say  that  these 
books  and  documents  presented  here  are  presented  here  as  re- 
lating to  the  subject  matter  of  the  inquiry  before  this  commit- 
tee, and  necessarily  the  time  in  which  the  subject  matter  Avas 
involved.  It  don't  seem  to  me  that  matters  prior  or  subsequent, 
76 
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unconnected  at  all,  are  material.  That  would  be  my  attitude 
toward  this  subject  matter. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  man 
was  a  member  of  the  assembly  at  that  time.  He  afterwards 
became  a  candidate.  The  presumption  would  be  that  he  was 
at  that  time  a  candidate.  It  would  be  for  him  to  come  in  and 
show  that  at  that  time  he  was  not  a  candidate. 

The  Chairman :  Is  it  claimed  that  these  checks  were  used  in 
the  campaign  for  Mr.  Stephenson? 

Mr.  Whitman:  We  don't  know.  We  are  like  you,  gentle- 
men, we  are  trying  to  find  out. 

The  Chairman:     The  same  question  as  to  the  ministers? 

Mr.  Whitman:     Yes. 

The  Chairman:  Wouldn't  it  be  consistent  for  us  to  take  the 
same  action  we  did  with  reference  to  the  ministers? 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  don't  know.  It  is  simply  the  question  of 
whether  it  is  a  presumption — a  man  who  was  a  member  and 
who  did  become  a  candidate,  whether  the  presumption  is  against 
him  or  in  favor  of  him ;  whether  we  are  compelled  to  show7  that 
he  was  a  candidate  at  that  time  in  order  to  introduce  it,  or 
whether  he  is  compelled  to  show  that  he  was  not. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  think  the  precedent  should  be  that  they 
should  be  introduced  on  the  ground  that  the  Smith  checks  were 
introduced.  He  was  a  candidate  for  the  legislature.  I  think 
they  are  not  on  the  same  basis  as  the  ministers'  checks. 

Senator  Husting:  I  think  the  Smith  checks  were  received 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  received  in  his  and  Mr.  Stephen- 
son's campaign. 

The  Chairman:  Unless  there  is  serious  objection  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Hyzer,  we  better  let  it  in. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  My  objection.  Mr.  Chairman,  and  I  desire  to 
have  it  go  upon  the  record,  is  that  we  don't  consider  that  evi- 
dence as  material  to  this  inquiry.  We  haven't  anything  to  cover 
up  about  it,  either,  as  is  perfectly  apparent  to  the  members  of 
this  committee;  but  it  is  perfectly  immaterial  to  this  inquiry. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Well,  I  offer  them. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  Miss  Stringham  says  that  one  of  them  she 
knows  Avas  used  for  campaign  purposes. 

Mr.  Bray:     Is  that  correct,  Miss  Stringham? 

Miss   Stringham :     Yes. 
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Mr.  Bray:  One  of  the  checks  was  used  for  campaign  pur- 
poses ? 

Miss  Stringham :     Yes. 

.Mr.   Whitman:     Was  "noted." 

Mr.    Ilvzcr:     Well,   now.    what    campaign,    Mr.    Bray? 

The  Chairman:  1  think  the  witness  has  already  said  that  one 
of  these  was  used  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  Wisconsin  delega- 
tion  to  Chicago,  to  the  National  Convention. 

Miss  Stringham:     One  of  the  cheeks.     The  one  given  in  May. 

The  Chairman:  The  National  Republican  Convention.  The 
other  one  is  hack  a  year  ago  last  January. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  think  probably,  Mr.  Chairman,  she  would  know 
without  your  suggesting  to  her. 

The  Chairman :     That  is  her  answer  before. 

Mr.  Bray:     I  would  like  to  ask  her  what  campaign? 

Miss  Stringham:  For  Senator  La  Follette's  presidential  cam- 
paign. 

The  Chairman :  That  is  what  you  wanted  to  get  in,  I  sup- 
pose?   (to  Mr.  Whitman.) 

Mr.  Whitman :     Yes,  that  is  what  was  wanted. 

The  Chairman:  It  isn't  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  it 
was  connected  with  this  senatorial  campaign  we  are  investi- 
gating ? 

Mr.  Whitman:  No,  I  presume  not.  I  can't  tell  what  Mr. 
Bray's  idea  was. 

The  Chairman:  I  am  willing  that  it  should  go  in.  if  Mr. 
Hyzer  is  not  willing  to  let  it  go  in  as  part  of  this  campaign. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  Simply  because  it  was  not.  No  secret  about  it 
as  far  as  Ave  are  concerned.  We  simply  don't  want  to  be  in  the 
attitude,  I  mean,  Mr.  Black  and  myself,  of  going  into  a  matter 
of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Whitman  :     We  will  take  all  that  responsibility. 

Mr.  Hyzer:  We  are  here,  you  know,  too,  as  well  as  you  gen- 
tlemen. 

The  Chairman:  Is  there  any  objection  mi  the  part  of  any 
member  of  the  committee  to  the  checks  being  received  and 
spread  upon  the  records  in  full.  I  don't  hear  any  objection,  so 
T  assume  that  Mr.  Hyzer 's  objection  is  overruled.  It  is  over- 
ruled. 

Checks  referred  to  marked  ExhibM  85  and  Exhibit  86  respec- 
tively, and  are  as  follows: 
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EXHIBIT  85. 

The  Corn  Exchange  National  Bank  No 

of  Chicago 

May  11th.  1908. 
Pay  to  the  Order  of  Herman  L.  Ekern.  $1,000. 
One  Thousand  Dollars. 

Isaac  Stephenson. 
CS005190N 
E  B 

Stamped  in  perforations  across  face  ''Paid  5  20  08."     In 
red  ink  on  face  "C.  F.  S." 

Endorsed : 

Pay  to  the  order  of  A.  R.  Rogers 
Herman  L.  Ekern. 
Alfred  Rogers 

Per  A.  Case. 

Endorsement  Guaranteed : 
Capital  City  Bank. 
Madison.  Wis. 
Pay  to  the  Order  of  Commercial  National  Bank  of  Chicago,  111., 
Capital  City  Bank, 

Madison.  Wis. 

J.  W.  Hobbins.  Cashier. 

Paid  through  Chicago  Clearing  House  to  the  Commercial  Na- 
tional Bank,  May  20.  1908. 

EXHIBIT  S6. 

Marinette.  Wis..  January  4.  1908.         No.  5005. 
The  Stephenson  National  Bank 
of  Marinette. 
Pay  to  H.  L.   Ekern  or  order     $1,000. 

One  thousand  Dollars. 

Isaac   Stephenson. 
Across  end  of  check  is  printed: 

"Isaac    Stephenson." 
Endorsed :     "  H.  L.  Ekern . " 
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Senator  Morris:     I  am  in  favor  of  letting  the  checks  go  in. 

The  Chairman:     They  are  in. 

Sen ;i tor  Morris:  I  would  like  to  inquire  the  purpose  of  in- 
troducing lliciii.  and  I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Ingalls  what  his 
purpose  is. 

.Mr.  [ngalls:  Why,  the  check  is  for  $1,000  and  is  drawn  to 
a  member  of  the  assembly,  and  it  is  prior  to  the  last  election. 
That  is  all  1  know  about  it.     Maybe  there  is  nothing  to  it. 

Senator  Morris:  T  know,  but  what  is  your  purpose  in  intro- 
ducing-thorn?     What  do  you  think  it  proves? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  don't  know  thai  they  prove  anything,  any 
more  than  the  cheek  to  Mr.  Smith  does. 

'Senator  Morris:  Well,  have  you  any  purpose  in  introducing 
the  checks? 

Mr.  Ingalls:  Except  to  show  that  United  States  senators  use 
money  for  corrupting  the  electorate  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin, 
that's  all. 

Senator  Morris:  Then  I  understand  you  introduce  this  with 
the  thought  that  it  does  show  corruption  in  the  ease  of  Senator 
Da  Follette's  campaign  ! 

Mr.  Ingalls:  La  Follette's  campaign T  don't  know  any- 
thing about  this  campaign. 

Senator  Morris:     Well,  in  Stephenson's  campaign,  then? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Well,  I  don't  know  whether  it  does  or  not. 

Senator  Morris:  '  Well,  then,  you  don't  know  why  you  intro- 
duce it  .' 

Mr.   Bambrecht:     For  the  same  reason  that  the  Smith  check 

was  introduced. 

Mr.  Bray:     Is  this  post  mortem  examination  pertinent? 

Mr.  Ingalls :  I  answered  you  it  was  a  check  for  $1,000  given 
to  a  candidate  for  the  assembly. 

Senator  Morris:  I  don't  need  that  answer  because  the  check 
shows  it. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     Well,  that's  all  I  know,  what  is  on  the  check. 

Senator  Husting:  The  testimony  of  the  witness  is  that  it 
was  used  in  Senator  La.  Follette's  campaign  fund. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  We  are  not  bound  by  the  answer  of  any  wit- 
ness.    There  may  be  nothing  to  this. 

The  Chairman:  I  think  the  witness  testified  with  reference 
to  this,  that  some  gentleman  went  to  Washington,  to  solicit  this 
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check.     I  would  like  to  ask  the  witness  how  she  knows  about 
that? 

A.  I  qualified  it  afterwards  and  said  that  he  solicited  it  while 
he  was  in  Washington.  I  don't  know  that  he  went  there  for  that 
purpose. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  How  did  you  know  that  ? 

A.  Senator  Stephenson  told  me  that. 

Q.  Then  it  is  entirely  by  hearsay? 

A.  Well,  quite  reliable  hearsay,  if  you  call  it  that. 

By  Mr.  Hambrecht : 

Q.  Have  you  any  better  evidence  on  any  of  the  checks  you 
have  testified  to,  except  what  Senator  Stephenson  told  you? 
A.  No. 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  I  think  you  have  testified  that  your  knowledge  came  from 
actual  conversation  between  the  parties  to  this  matter — by  bear- 
ing it  ? 

A.  Which  one? 

Q.  All  these  cheeks.  When  you  say  you  know  for  what  pur- 
pose they  were  given  you  based  your  knowledge  on  actual  con- 
versation heard  in  the  office? 

A.  Most  of  it,  This  was  given  in  Washington,  and  I  wasn't 
in  Washington. 

Q.  Then  it  is  based  on  mere  hearsay,  of  Senator  Stephenson? 

A.  And  his  statement,  yes. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Q.  I  think  your  testimony  already  shows.  Miss  Stringham. 
that  Senator  Stephenson  was  present  and  made  this  agreement, 
whatever  it  was,  in  person,  with  Rev.  Eppling  in  connection 
with  this  contribution  to  the  Watertown  College — Senator 
Stephenson  was  present  himself  and  made  that  agreement? 

A.  I  shouldn't  have  written  a  check  unless  he  had  been  there 
and  directed  me  to.     He  was  there,  certainly. 

Q.  I  didn't  understand  the  last  part  of  your  answer. 

A.  I  never  write  checks  of  that  sort  unless  he  is  there  and 
gives  me  directions  to  write  them. 
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Q.  I  might  infer  your  answer  from  that,  bu1  it  doesn'1  answer 
the  question  directly.     Was  Senator  Stephenson  presenl  .' 

A.    Hi'  was  there. 

(^.  And  lie  was  the  one  who  made  the  arrangement  with  Rev. 
(Sppling,  that  he  was  to  make  a  contribution  .' 

A.  1  don't  know  as  yon  would  put  it  in  the  light  of  an  ar- 
rangement. II*'  asked  him  for  a  contribution,  and  he  told  me 
to  write  a  check.  I  don't  know  that  there  was  any  particular 
arrangement   about  it. 

Q.  My  reason  for  asking  you  that  is  that  Senator  Stephenson 
didn't  remember  making  any  contribution  to  that  college 

A.    Did   lie  see  the  cheek  book  .' 

Q.  and  I  was  wondering  if  he  was  really  then-  himself 

when  it  was  done. 

A.    His  signature  shows  that,  and  the  cheek. 

Mr.  Bray:  If  I  remember  the  testimony  of  Senator  Stephen- 
son, he  said  he  made  a  number  of  contributions  to  charitable  in- 
stitutions and  things  of  that  kind  during  the  campaign,  but  that 
he  wasn't  able  to  remember  them. 

The  Chairman  :  I  asked  him  particularly  with  reference  to 
this  Watertown  college,  and  he  said  he  had  no  recollection  of 
making  any  contribution  or  agreeing-  to  make  any  contribution  to 
the  Watertown  institution. 

Mr.  Ilambreeht:  He  didn't  have  the  stub  book  before  him  at 
the  time. 

Witness:  It  would  be  pretty  hard  for  him  to  remember  all 
the  checks  and  vouchers. 

Q.  His  memory  isn't  as  good  as  yours? 

A.  I  consider  it  far  better  than  mine.  I  depend  on  memo- 
randa more  than  he  does. 

Q.  Then  it  wouldn't  be  from  a  lack  of  memory  that  he  made 
that  mistake? 

A.  Well.  I  don't  mean  to  insinuate  by  that  that  he  never  for- 
gets, but  if  you  had  asked  him  if  he  had  written  a  check  to  Rev. 
Eppling.  he  probably  would  have  remembered  it.  if  you  asked 
him  that  queston.  I  don't  know  just  how  you  put  the  question 
to  him. 

Q.  You  think  he  would  remember  Mr.  Eppling  better  than  he 
would  the  Watertown  College? 

A.   I  think  so.  because  he  was  in  the  room. 
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By  Senator  Rusting : 

O.  Mr.  Eppling  resides  at  Algoma,  does  he  not  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  where  he  resides. 

Q.  He  is  the  same  F.  IT.  Eppling  whose  name  appears  on  other 
checks  or  drafts? 

A.  Well,  that 's  the  only  one  that  I  have  any  knowledge  of. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  know  why  the  check  was  not  made  out  di- 
rectly to  the  college,  instead  of  to  Mr.  Eppling? 

A.  I  do  not.     I  made  it  out  as  I  was  directed  to. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said  between  Mr.  Eppling  and  Mr. 
Stephenson  as  to  in  what  form  Mr.  Eppling  was  to  transmit  the 
money  to  the  college  ? 

A.  I  didn't  hear  anything. 

Did  you  hear  any  reason  advanced  as  to  why  the  check  should 
not  be  made  out  directly  to  the  college  instead  of  to  Mr.  Eppling? 

A.  No.  I  didn't.  I  notice  there  are  several  cheeks  that  I 
made  out  there  in  the  same  way:  To  Carroll  College  or  Brown. 
to  the  president  or  treasurer,  and  so  on. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  any  of  them  were  made 
out  to  persons  other  than  the  persons  for  whom  it  was  intended 
for? 

A.  I  presume  it  was  intended  for  thai  institution.  I  don't 
know  anything  about  it.     I  wrote  it  as  I  was  directed. 

Q.  Was  he  to  your  knowedge  or  information  in  any  way  ac- 
tively engaged  in  connection  with  this  college? 

A.  I  don't  know  that.     . 

Q.  Now.  in  regard  to  these  other  items  of  contribution  which 
you  have  in  your  book,  and  which  were  paid  by  check,  and  which 
you  state  went  to  some  institution  other  than  the  person  to 
whom  they  were  made  payable  upon  their  face,  why  were  they 
they  so  made  out  instead  of  being  made  out  directly  to  the  in- 
stitution for  which  they  were  intended? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  particular  reason.  They  might  have 
been  just  as  well  made  out  to  the  church.  I  was  directed  to  do 
it. 

Q.  You  made  them  out  just  as  you  were  directed  by  Mr. 
Stephenson  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  just  as  I  am  in  the  habit  of  making  them. 

Q.  I  say.  as  you  were  directed  by  Mr.  Stephenson? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  he  also  informed  you  at  the  time  that  you  wrote  the 
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check  thai  you  mighl  put  on  your  stubs  for  whal  purpose  they 
•e  intended  .' 
A.  Be  did. 

By  Senator  .Morris: 

<L>.  Senator  Stephenson  was  one  of  the  delegates  at  large  to 
the  Chicago  republican  convention  in  June,  wasn't  he? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  he  attend  that  convention? 

A.   Be  did. 

<c>.  And  this  check  dated  May  14th,  you  say  was  given  to  pay 
the  traveling  expenses  of  the  delegation? 

A.  That  one  given  in  June, — Hay  14th.  I  believe,  the  one 
thai   was  written  in  Washington. 

<L>.  Was  given  for  that  purpose? 

A.   Yes.     That  is  what  Senator  Stephenson  told  me. 

<^>.  The  other  was  a  contribution,  the  cheek  drawn  January 
4th,  was  a  contribution  to  Senator  La  Toilette's  presidential 
campaign  fund  .' 

A.  Yes. 

The  Chairman:  Any  other  member  of  the  committee  or  Mr. 
ITyzer  wish  to  ask  the  witness  any  question — or  Mr.  Black? 

Mr.  Black:     Xo.  I  believe  not. 

Mr.  Bambrecht:  I  would  like  to  ask  just  one  question  be- 
i 'ore   Miss  Stringham  leaves  the  chair. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  the  political  letters  that  you 
Miu  to  headquarters  as  compared  with  those  that  you  destroyed, 
during  the  campaign? 

Senator  Busting:  All  of  one  character — do  you  assume 
that.? 

Mr.  Bambrecht:  I  don't  know.  Some  were  destroyed  and 
some  were  sent.     I  want  to  know. 

A.  If  there  Avas  anything  that  needed  attention,  in  the  way 
of  sending  campaign  literature,  buttons,  and  so  on,  why,  it 
was  forwarded  down  there  for  them  to  attend  to,  because  they 
kept  most  of  those  things  down  there  at  headquarters. 

Q.  And  when  you  refer  to  headquarters,  you  refer  to  the 
^■■phenson  head  quarters  in  Milwaukee? 

A    Milwaukee,  res. 


1202     THE  SENATORIAL  PRIMARY  INVESTIGATION. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Q.  Will  you  examine  the  letter  files  when  you  return  to  Mari- 
nette, Miss  String-ham.  and  ascertain  whether  or  not  you  have 
any  letters  upon  your  files  relating  to  the  campaign,  or  copies  of 
letters,  and  forward  them  to  the  committee  here,  if  you  find 
any  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  will  do  so. 

Q.  The  only  one  you  recall  now  is  one  you  received  from  Mr. 
Alexander  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  But  there  may  be  others? 

A.  I  will  look  the  letters  over  and  see. 

The  Chairman:     That's  all.  • 

The  Chairman  :  Lieutenant  Governor  Strange  wishes  to  make 
a  statement. 

Do  you  wish  to  make  this  under  oath? 

Lieutenant  Governor  Strange :     I  would  prefer  to.  yes. 

John  Strange,  being  first  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

The  Chairman:     You  wish  to  make  a  statement? 

A.  Why,  yes.  In  the  proceedings  there  is  a  record  of  a  check 
made  payable  to  my  order,  for  $50,  that  I  would  like  to  have 
understood  fully,  perhaps  because  of  the  fact  that  I  believe  that 
ethics  should  govern  largely  in  the  conduct  of  our  elections,  I 
think  it  is  proper  that  I  should  make  this  statement.  A  check 
was  sent  me  by  Mr.  Dick,  and  made  out  by  Mr.  Lush,  with  in- 
structions that  I  turn  the  check  over  to  Mr.  C.  M.  Perry,  of  Osh- 
kosh,  who  was  Mr.  Hatton's  local  manager, 

Q.  A  check  of  $50  ? 

A.  A  check  of  $50,  drawn  to  my  order,  made  by  Mr.  Lush.  I 
do  not  know  why  it  was  drawn  to  my  order.  I  endorsed  the 
check,  and  handed  it  to  Mr.  Perry  immediately.  That  is  the  only 
connection  I  had  with  the  campaign.  I  received  no  money.  I 
simply  was  the  custodian  of  the  check  for  an  hour,  and  turned  it 
•over,  with  the  letter,  to  C.  M.  Perry,  of  Oshkosh. 

Q.  Turned  it  over  with  the  letter? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  So  you  haven't  the  letter  now? 

A.  I  haven't  the  letter. 

Q.  About  when  was  that  in  the  campaign? 

A.   Some  time  in  August ;  I  don't  remember  just  the  date. 

O.  That  is  the  only  connection  you  had  with  the  campaign? 
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A.  That  is  the  only  connection  I  had,  of  any  kind,  so  far  as 
money    was    concerned,    of   any    man's    money.     I    received    no 

money   whatever.     The   check   was   mailed   to   me.   with   instruc- 
tions to  turn  it  over  to  Mr.  Perry,  which  I  did. 

The  Chairman:  Any  member  of  the  committee  wish  to  ask 
the  governor  any  questions? 

By  Mr.   Bray: 

O.  Is  C.  M.  Perry  a  son  of  William  M.  Perry;  the  William  M. 
Perry  who  was  a  candidate  for  the  legislature  in  the  primary? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

O.  Was  C.  M.  Perry  managing  Hatton's  campaign? 

A..  Yes.  he  had  been. 

Q.  Did  yon  understand  that  $50  was  to  he  for  tin-  general 
purposes  of  Mr.  Hatton's  campaign  in  Winnebago  county,  or 
did  it  have  anything  to  do  with  William  M.   Perry's  candidacy? 

A.  Xot  so  far  as  I  know.  Mr.  Dick  came  to  see  me  two  or 
three  times  during  the  campaign.  I  was  an  ardent  supporter  of 
Senator  Hatton  personally,  but  being  very  busily  employed  at 
that  time  I  could  not  give  it  any  personal  attention  ;  but  he  wrote 
me.  telephoned,  and  came  to  see  me.  several  times  asking  if  I 
could  suggest  a  local  manager  for  Winnebago  for  him.  Among 
others  I  suggested  Mr.  C.  M.  Perry,  and  at  the  solicitation  of  Mr. 
Dick,  by  telephone.  I  called  up  Mr.  Perry  and  asked  him  if  he 
could  undertake  the  campaign  management  temporarily  for  Hat- 
ton.  He  said  he  couldn't  very  well  because  he  had  two  or  three 
crews  of  paper  hangers  and  painters  at  work,  and  had  the  store  to 
attend  to,  and  he  couldn't  very  well  without  sacrifice,  hut  he  would 
do  it  temporarily.  Air.  Dick  hoped  to  secure  him  for  the  entire 
management.  I  guess  Mr.  Perry  conducted  the  affairs  of  the 
campaign  for  some  little  time.     T  understand  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  William  M.  Perry,  the  candidate  for 
the  assembly,  was  advocating  Mr.  Hatton's  candidacy? 

A.  Always,  yes,  sir.  He  was.  actively.  T  know,  because  he 
is  a  near  neighbor,  and  he  frequently  called  at  my  house  during 
the  campaign  in  Mr.  Hatton's  interests. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  he  received  any  benefit  from  the 
$50  or  not ': 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it.  I  turned  the  check  over 
to  C  AT.  Perry,  and  have  no  knowledge  of  it.  I  endorsed  it  in 
blank,  and  I  know  nothing  whatever  about  the  proceeds  of  the 
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check,  except  that  I  turned  the  check  over  to  C.  M.  Perry,  as  in- 
structed by  the  letter.     That  was  the  end  of  my  mission. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  the  letter  contain  any  instructions  as  to  what  was  to 
be  done  by  Mr.  Perry? 

A.  Nothing'  whatever;  it  simply  said  "Enclosed  please  find 
check  for  $50  for  Mr.  Perry.''  In  order  that  Mr.  Perry  should 
have  knowledge  of  my  instructions  from  Mr.  Dick  I  thought  it 
best  to  send  the  letter  over  with  the  check,  so  there  would  be  no 
misunderstanding  on  the  part  of  anyone. 

By  Mr.  Bray : 

Q.   Did  it  specify  for  which  Perry? 
A.  I  think  it  said  "Mr.  Perry." 
O.  You  understood  it  to  mean  C.  M.  Perry  ? 
A.   I  left  it  at  Pern's  store,  because  I  had  been  partially  in- 
strumental in  inducing  him  to  contribute  some  of  his  services. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Which  Perry? 

A.  C  M.  Perry.     I  left  it  at  his  store. 

By  Mr.  Bray  : 

O.  I  think  you  said  the  letter  said  to  turn  the  check  over  to 
"Mr.  Perry."     Did  you  understand  he  meant  C.  M.  Perry? 

A.  I  understood  that,  yes,  or  I  would  not  have  turned  the 
check  i  iyer  to  him. 

Q.   But  the  letter  did  not  state  definitely  which  Perry? 

A.  1  don't  remember  that,  but  I  think  not.  I  think  it  sa:d 
••Mr.  Perry." 

By  Senator  Husting: 

Q.  Why  did  he  make  the  cheek  to  you.  instead  of  directly  to 
Perry  1 

A.  I  am  not  fully  advised  about  that,  unless  he  was  in  doubt 
about  the  initials  of  Mr.  Perry.  I  cannot  consider  it  in  any 
other  way. 

The  Chairman :  Anything  further  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
mittee ? 
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Witness:      I  want    it   distinctly   understood  that    I    had  no  part 
in  receiving  campaign  money,  because  I  do  no1  approve  of  it. 
Mr.  Hambrecht:     Excepting  to  that  extent. 
A.   I  didn't  have  any  money  in  my  possession. 
The  Chairman:     That    is  all.  unless    there    are    any    farther 

quesl  ions. 

[s  .Mr.  J.  W.  Stone  present? 

Mr.  Bray:  I  understood  we  wen-  to  examine  some  of  thti 
other  senatorial  campaign  managers  when  we  go1  through  with 
these  two.  1  wanted  to  examine  the  others,  and  yon  said  you 
wanted  to  gel  through  with  these  two.  Now.  I  move  we  exam- 
ine Mr.  Lush. 

.Mi-.   Whitman:     I  second  the  motion. 

The  Chairman:  It  is  moved  and  seconded  that  we  now  ex- 
amine C.  K.  Lush.     Are  you  ready  for  the  question  ' 

Senator  Husting:  We  have  now  arrived  at  the  same  old 
stage  of  the  same  old  game.  I  for  one  cannot  see  the  reason  for 
stopping  right  here  in  the  middle  of  an  examination  without 
proceeding  until  it  is  finished,  and  then  taking  up  the  other 
candidates  in  order.  I  have  not  heard  one  good  reason  ad- 
vanced why  that  should  be  done  It  seems  to  me  it  is  breaking 
in  on  this  examination  of  Stephenson's  campaign,  the  one  that 
has  immediate  importance.  We  all  meet  every  day  at  noon, 
when  the  genera]  assembly  convenes,  to  vote  upon  United  States 
senator.  It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  go  right  ahead  with  this. 
and  finish  this  up,  and  then  take  up  the  candidates  in  order,  and 
finish  their  examination,  until  we  are  through  with  the  whole 
business.  To  stop  right  here  in  the  middle  of  one  examination 
and  take  up  another  and  proceed  some  distance,  and  then  an- 
other to  the  same  distance,  we  will  be  all  at  sea.  and  won't  know 
where- we  are  at.  or  anyone  else  know.  If  there  is  any  purpose 
of  this  examination,  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at  some 
finality  on  something.     How  in  the  world  we  are  u'oing  to  do  it. 

by  breaking  off  in  the  middle  of  this  examination,  and   pro, d- 

ing  along  with  another,  is  more  than  1  can  understand.  I 
would  like  to  hear  what  reason  there  is  for  so  doing. 

Mr.  Bray:  Mr.  Chairman,  T  hope  we  won't  waste  any  time 
debating  this  subject.  I  supposed  it  was  debated  in  the  senate 
chamber  this  morning.  (To  Senator  Husting)  1  am  willing  to 
answer  you,   if  vou  want  me  to. 
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Mr.  Hambrecht  :     We  are  all  on  record  on  the  same  proposi- 
tion.    I  don't  think  we  can  add  anything  to  the  reasons. 
Mr.   Ingalls:     "Question." 
Mr.  Chappie:     "Question." 

The  Chairman :  What  we  voted  on  before  was  not  just  this 
question. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     It  was  discussed  before. 
The  Chairman:     It  was  discussed  before,  but  the  action  we 
took  was  on  a  really  different  proposition,  and  of  course  things 
have  happened  since. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  have  nothing  to  add  to  what  I  said  on 
that  question.  We  have  already  discussed  it.  and  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  stand  on  what  I  have  said.  I  would  like  to 
proceed  to  a  vote. 

The  Chairman  :  Any  others  wish  to  make  any  remarks  on 
the  motion  before  we  vote? 

Those  of  you  who  favor  the  motion  of  Mr.  Bray,  that  we  ev- 
amine  C.  K.  Lush,  the  manager  of  the  Hatton  campaign,  first. 
will  as  your  name  is  called,  vote  aye  ;  and  those  of  contrary  mind 
"No." 

Senator  Morris :  I  would  like  to  know  what  his  views  are  on 
changing  our  procedure.  I  want  to  get  information  on  this  be- 
fore I  vote,  that  is  all.     I  want  to  vote  intelligently  if  I  can. 

Mi-.  Bray:  Do  you  think  I  can  contribute  to  your  intelli- 
gence, Senator? 

Senator  Morris:  I  certainly  want  to  hear  the  arguments,  or 
the  reason,  at  least. 

Mi-.  Bray:     I  should  be  very  sorry — 

Mr.  Ingalls:      (interrupting)     I  move  the  prions  question. 
Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  second  the  motion. 

Mr.  Bray:  If  anything  I  may  say  would  lead  to  our  wast- 
ing a  few  days,  or  hours  more  of  time  in  explaining  our  re- 
spective positions.  I  will  quit;  but.  as  I  said  the  other  day.  I 
do  not  think  the  people  of  this  state  care  a  particle  for  what 
you  think,  or  what  I  think  about  this  matter.  They  care  for 
the  information  we  get.  T  think  we  are  assuming  an  exagger- 
ated importance  to  ourselves  when  we  spend  hours  of  time  tell- 
ing what  we  think,  and  getting  our  names  in  the  newspaper. 
Personally  I  do  not  want  to  get  it  in.  I  hope,  if  I  do  say  any- 
thing, gentlemen,  you  won't  put  it  in. 

Senator  Morris:     May  I   ask  you  a  question? 
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Mr.  Bray:     I  will  answer  a  question,  if  yon  waul  me  to. 

Senator  Morris:  I  was  .just  wondering,  in  \  dew  of  the  fact 
thai  Senator  Stephenson  seems  to  be  foreclosing  on  the  sena- 
torship,  whether  the  people  would  qoI  like  to  know  whal  Senator 
Riordan  did  with  the  $3,000,  and  what  Mr.  Perrin  <li«l  with  the 
$3,000  he  got,  and  whal  George  Gordon  did  with  the  $3,000  he 
got;  and  they  would  like  to  know  what  the  game  wardens  did 
with   111"'   three   or   four  thousand   dollars   lhat    they    got. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  And  what  some  of  the  assemblymen  did 
with  1  he  money  they  got. 

Q.  And  what  Senator  Sanborn  did  with  his  money. 

Senator  Morris:  In  view  of  the  fact  that  we  are  balloting  on 
United  States  senator,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Hatton  and 
McGovern  and  Cook  matter  can  be  gone  into  later,  don't  you 
think  that  we  are  interested  in  knowing  what  became  of  these 
large  -urns  of  money  ? 

The  Chairman  :      He  fore  another  ballot  is  taken. 

Senator  Morris:     Before  another  ballot  is  taken. 

Mr.  Bray:  Have  you  finished  your  question?  I  want  to  wait 
until  you  are  through. 

Senator  .Morris:     I  am  through. 

Mr.  Bray  :  Anyone  else  got  anything  to  contribute  to  that  ques- 
tion? If  they  have  not.  1  will  be  glad  to  answer  you.  I  would 
like  to  know,  and  I  think  it  would  be  very  interesting  to  know; 
but  when  this  investigation  started  1  don't  know  whether  all  of 
the  member-  of  this  committee  definitely  understood  it  or  not.  but 
at  least  it  was  discussed  in  executive  meeting,  and  inasmuch  as 
everything  else  in  executive  meeting  has  been  told,  unless  there  is 
objection  I  will  tell  this:  It  was  rather  informally  discussed,  but 
1  think  there  was  an  understanding  that  we  would  take  up  the 
senatorial  candidates  first,  and  then  take  up  their  main  managers, 
and  finish  with  those;  and  it  was  the  sentiment  that  it  would  be 
unfair  to  go  into  the  examination  or  conduct  of  the  campaign  with 
one  senatorial  candidate  without  going  into  the  others.  That  we 
were  limited  in  time  to  the  15th  of  March.  There  was  also  a 
sentiment  to  the  effect  that  Mr.  Stephenson's  examination  was 
more  important  than  the  others,  and  that  his  managers  be  taken 
up  first.  We  have  taken  up  his  principal  managers.  1  think  we 
have  taken  up  practically  all.  so  far  as  I  know,  except  the  county 
manager-.  We  have  not  gone  into  the  county  management  so  far 
as  T  know,  with  the  exception  of  Mr.  Van  Cleve.     He  also  did 
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some  business  for  Stephenson  outside  of  comity  management. 
Well,  now,  we  have  an  appropriation  of  $5,000,  which  we  are  ex- 
pending very  rapidly.  Probably  more  than  half  of  it  is  gone,  and 
we  are  limited  in  time,  under  the  resolution  upon  which  we  are 
acting,  to  March  15th.  I  agree  with  Senator  Morris  in  the  view 
that  it  is  important,  in  view  of  the  balloting  upstairs,  that  Mr. 
Stephenson  should  be  examined  and  Mr.  Stephenson  should 
be  examined  first.  If  that  was  the  only  thing  we  had  to  con- 
sider about  I  don't  think  it  would  be  fair  to  Mr.  Stephen- 
son, that  we  would  be  complying  with  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions of  the  resolution  under  which  we  are  working,  if  we  ex- 
amined Mr.  Stephenson  only.  Our  resolution  reads  that  we 
should  make  an  examination  into  the  primary  campaign  as  con- 
ducted by  the  candidates  for  nomination  for  the  United  States 
senate.  That  may  not  be  the  exact  wording,  but  that  is  the  mean- 
ing. It  was  not  one  single  candidate.  We  have  gone  into  the 
charges  against  one  candidate,  and  I  won't  attempt  to  say  what  my 
opinion  of  the  charges  are.  I  don't  think  it  would  be  proper  for 
any  member  of  the  committee  to  say.  But,  we  have  gone  into  the 
charges  against  that  candidate.  Of  course,  we  didn't  go  into  them 
as  soon  as  some  of  us  would  like  to,  but  as  soon  as  we  could.  If 
I  could  be  assured  that  our  time  would  be  extended  from  March 
15th,  that  we  might  have  plenty  of  time  for  an  examination  of  all 
the  candidates  for  the  United  States  senate  in  the  state  primary, 
and  if  I  could  be  assured  that  we  will  be  provided  with  plenty  of 
money  to  do  that,  I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  go  into  an  exam- 
ination of  Senator  Stephenson's  campaign  first.  But,  I  am  not 
sure  of  that,  and  I  don't  think  any  member  of  this  committee  is 
sure  of  that.  I  am  not  sure,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  politics  figures 
very  largely  in  the  voting  upstairs,  and  that  they  line  up  on  either 
side  along  the  line  of  political  faction,  and  along  the  line  of  party 
faction  a  great  deal. — I  am  not  sure  that  if  Senator  Stephenson 
were  examined  first  that  we  could  get  any  more  money,  or  get  any 
more  time,  to  examine  into  the  campaign  of  any  other  candidate; 
and  out  of  fairness  to  Mr.  Stephenson,  under  this  resolution,  and 
in  fairness  to  the  other  candidates,  and  in  fairness  to  the  men  who 
worked  for  them,  and  the  members  of  the  assembly  whose  names 
have  been  brought  into  this,  I  think  all  the  candidates  and  all  the 
members  of  the  assembly  and  all  the  managers  of  the  candidates 
should  be  examined  before  March  15th,  if  possible.  Also  all  the 
state  officers.     I  am  perfectly  astonished,  and  cannot  understand 
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why  the  members  of  the  senate,  whose  names  have  been  brought 
into  this  investigation  as  having  received  money  from  senatorial 
candidates  would  vote  for  any  resolution  to  examine  into  the  cam 
paign  of  Senator  Stephenson  first.  1  understand  one  member,  or 
two,  voted  against  that;  one  or  two  whose  names  were  brought 
into  this  examination.  I  want  to  say.  though,  that  I  think  it  per- 
fectly proper  and  fair,  and  the  only  way  to  do  is  to  give  these  men 
a  chance  who  have  received  money  from  the  other  candidates,  to 
come  in  before  March  15th.  They  should  have  a  chance  to  ex- 
plain. I  think  it  is  proper  to  give  the  state  officers  a  chance  to 
come  in  and  explain;  and  to  do  that  most  important  work  we 
cannot  stick  on  one  candidate.  Then,  if  we  have  more  time,  we 
can  go  into  all  the  candidates  more  thoroughly.  When  we  started 
this  investigation  I  stood  for  a  thorough  investigation,  and  an  un- 
limited investigation  except  where  it  dragged  in  the  names  of 
ministers  and  reputable  people  without  cause.  That  is  the  reason 
I  make  the  motion  at  this  time,  and  that  is  the  reason  I  think  it  is 
the  right  thing  to  d< ». 

Senator  Morris:  Do  you  think  there  is  any  immediate  danger 
of  Senator  Hatton  being  elected,  as  things  stand  now? 

Mr.  Bray:     No. 

Senator  Morris:  Do  you  think  there  is  any  immediate  danger 
of  Mr.  McGovern  being  elected? 

Mr.  Bray:     No.     T  will  take  the  chair,  if  you  like. 

Mr.  llamhrecht:  (to  Senator  Morris)  I  would  like  to  ask  you 
a  quesjion.  Does  it  say  anything  about  Stephenson,  Hatton  or 
McGovern  in  the  instructions  we  are  given  with  reference  to  the 
investigation?     Is  that  any  part  of  the  proceedings? 

Senator  Morris:     Is  that  all  your  question? 

Mi-.  Hambrechl  :     Yes. 

Senator  Morris:  The  resolution,  as  f  understand  it.  directs 
us  to  investigate  all  the  candidates. 

.Mi-.  Hambrecht:      Willi  a  time  limit. 

Senator  Morris:  Well,  a  resolution  lias  passed  the  senate 
the  effect  of  which  is  to  extend  that  lime:  and  the  friends  of 
Senator  Hatton  and  .Mr.  McGovern  and  .Mr.  Cook  are  pledged 
to  vote  for  that  in  the  assembly,  ami  it  depends  upon  Senator 
Stephenson  and  his  supporters  whether  it  will  he  adopted. 
The  effect  of  thai  resolution  will  he  to  give  us  all  the  lime  we 
wan! . 

Mr.  llamhrecht:     I  can  well  understand  whv  that  resolution 
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passed  the  senate  because  certain  senators  are  under  a  cloud, 
and  the}'  are  very  anxious  that  March  15th  should  he  reached 
hefore  Mr.  Hatton's  account  is  examined.  I  can  well  under- 
stand why  that  should  pass  the  senate.  Whether  it  passes  the 
assembly  or  not  is  an  open  question. 

Senator  Morris :     Would  you  vote  for  it  in  the  assembly  .' 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     I  will  not.  and  I  will  not  vote  for  it  here. 

Senator  Morris:     Then  you  don't  want  further  time? 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     I  mean  as  to  the  order  in  the  examination. 

Senator  Morris:     I  mean  for  further  time. 

The  Chairman :     That  provides  for  further  time. 

Senator  Morris :  (to  Mr.  Hambrecht)  Will  you  support 
that  in  the  assembly  .' 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  I  would  want  to  read  that  resolution. 
However,  that  resolution  is  not  adopted,  and  we  are  not  acting 
on  it. 

Senator  Morris :  May  I  ask  you  whether  you  will  support 
the  resolution  in  the  assembly  giving-  full  and  complete  time 
for  a  full  investigation  .' 

Mr.  Hambrecht :  If  that  is  the  purpose  of  the  resolution  I 
will ;  but  I  will  not  support  any  resolution  that  has  that  on  as  a 
rider. 

Senator  Morris:     You  will  support  that  feature? 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     To  extend  the  time  of  the  investigation. 

Senator  Morris.     Then  there  is  no  danger. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:  I  don't  know  whether  there  is  or  not. 
Another  remarkable  thing  about  this  situation  is  that  the  very 
persons  urging  that  we  limit  it  to  Senator  Stephenson  at  this 
time,  and  take  our  chances  on  an  extension,  are  the  ones  vot- 
ing against  Senator  Stephenson ;  and  are  the  ones  who  from  the 
very  start  have  made  remarks  both  on  the  floor  of  the  senate 
and  in  the  assembly,  and  outside,  that  Senator  Stephenson  is 
too  old  a  man  to  go  to  the  United  States  senate ;  that  he  has 
bought  his  election,  and  that  Ave  ought  not  to  send  him ;  that  it 
would  be  a  disgrace  to  the  state.  So  I  say  those  remarks  are 
now  coming  from  the  same  lips  that  say  that  we  ought  to  limit 
it  to  Stephenson,  so  that  we  may  vote  for  him  in  conformity  to 
the  primary.  I  don't  think  that  is  brought  in  good  faith. 
Whether  it  is  or  not.  it  is  not  before  us  to  consider.  The  only 
thing  for  us  to  consider  here  is  to  ignore  that  altogether,  and 
proceed  along  the  lines  that  have  been  laid  down.     One  of  the 
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things  tliiit  is  s;ii<l  to  us  in  the  resolution  is  thai  we  are  to  in- 
vestigate charges  relating  to  alleged  corrupl  and  unlawful  use 
of  money  by  candidates  for  Domination  to  the  office  of  United 
States  senator  in  the  lasl  primary  election.  Thai  is  plural. 
March  15th  is  set  as  an  absolute  Limit,  and  we  may  reach  thai 
limit  and  be  incomplete  in  our  work:  and  I  say.  in  all  fairness 
to  all  the  candidates,  if  we  arc  incomplete  at  that  tunc  that  we 
should  give  all  the  candidates  an  equal  chance  Now.  then,  if 
the  time  is  extended  it  is  all  well  and  good.  We  can  go  into 
the  last  detail,  and  bring  up  the  man  who  got  the  last  dollar, 
from  every  candidate,  even  if  it  takes  a  year,  if  you  want  to 
do  it.  and  I  am  willing  to  stay  here  as  long  as  any  other  man. 
But,  as  long  as  we  arc  acting'  under  this  resolution  the  time  is 
limited,  and  what  may  be  done  should  be  considered  at  this  time 
in  calling  witnesses.  We  have  reached  a  point  as  to  the 
method  of  procedure,  and  if  we  adopt  the  senatorial  side  of 
this  committee's  suggestion  we  will  drop  all  of  the  other  can- 
didates until  we  have  finished  with  Senator  Stephenson:  and 
there  is  no  member  sitting  here  but  what  knows  that  if  we  take 
that  course  Senator  llatton's  campaign  fund  will  not  be  inves- 
tigated at  all.  McGovern's  will  hot  be  gone  into  at  all:  Mr. 
Cook's  campaign  will  not  be  gone  into  at  all.  except  in  so  far 
as  they  have  testified  here.  That  is  what  I  am  opposed  to. 
Give  them  all  an  equal  chance,  and  then  if  the  legislature  gives 
additional  time  1  am  willing  to  stay  as  long  as  any  other  mem- 
ber. At  this  time  I  think  it  is  no  more  than  right  that  Mr. 
Lush  should  tell  us  what  he  knows  about  the  Hatton  campaign  ; 
tell  what  he  knows  about  uiving  money  to  Senator  Sanborn  ; 
tell  us  what  he  knows  about  giving  money  to  Senator  Loekney 
in  this  campaign;  tell  us  what  he  knows  about  giving  money  to 
Senator  Hudnall  in  this  campaign;  tell  us  what  he  knows  about 
giving  other  candidates  for  the  legislature  money:  and  about 
the  money  sent  to  the  Lieutenant  Governor  to  be  used  in  this 
campaign.  1  see  no  reason  why  we  should  shield  those  men. 
simply  because  Senator  Stephenson's  election  is  in  the  balance 
at  this  time,  and  when  the  same  members  who  are  solicitious 
for  Mr.  Stephenson  are  the  ones  who  have  opposed  his  election 
from  the  start.  That  is  why  I  am  in  favor  of  Mr.  Bray's  mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  Ingalls:     I  move  the  previous  question. 
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Mr.  Bray:  What  I  was  afraid  of  is  happening.  We  are 
wasting  time. 

Mr.  Ingalls:  I  moved  the  previous  question,  and  it  has  been 
seconded. 

Senator  Morris:  Is  it  your  idea  now  to  prevent  me  from  say- 
ing what  I  wish  to  say? 

Mr.  Ingalls :  Not  at  all.  The  idea  is  to  put  a  little  testimony 
in  this  record  instead  of  these  stump  speeches. 

Senator  Morris :     Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  say — 

Mr.  Ingalls:     I  call  for  that  motion. 

The  Chairman  :  I  suppose  if  Mr.  Ingalls  insists  on  that,  we 
have  got  to  recognize  it. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Have  we  time  between  now  and  the  time  the 
resolution  might  be  passed  tomorrow,  in  spite  of  these  speeches, 
to  get  Mr.  Lush  on  the  stand?  If  we  have,  I  am  willing  to  allow 
them  to  debate. 

Mr.  Ingalls :  I  don't  want  the  senator  to  think  that  I  am  try- 
ing to  shut  him  oft  from  making  a  speech. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  move  that  we  allow  Mr.  Morris  to  speak  until 
he  gets  through,  with  the  understanding  that  nobody  else  speaks. 

Mr.  Whitman:     O,  no;  I  may  want  to  speak  myself. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  do  not  know  whether  this  discussion  is  continued 
in  order  to  take  up  the  time,  so  that  we  cannot  examine  Mr.  Lush, 
or  not ;  but  that  is  what  we  are  doing. 

Senator  Husting:  I  am  surprised  that  you  gentlemen  are  so 
solicitous  when  you  have  used  up  so  much  of  it  heretofore. 

Mr.  Hambrecht :     We  have  not  used  any  more  than  you  have. 

Mr.  Whitman:     What  is  the  motion? 

The  Chairman :     To  shut  off  debate  and  take  a  vote. 

Mr.  Whitman:  I  object  to  shutting  off  any  debate.  If  Mr. 
Morris  talks  I  may  want  to  talk. 

The  Chairman :  I  suppose  any  man,  when  he  votes,  can  ex- 
plain why  he  votes.  Senator  Morris  can  make  that  explanation, 
when  the  roll  is  called. 

Mr.  Bray:  I  think  we  ought  to  refer  this  question  to  Lieuten- 
ant Governor  Strange. 

The  Chairman :     Hadn't  we  better  have  a  roll  call  ? 

Senator  Morris:  Mr.  Chairman;  I  do  not  care  to  speak;  but 
I  do  not  like  to  have  a  record  of  that  kind  made  against  me. 

The  Clerk:      (calling  the  roll)   Senator  Marsh? 

The  Chairman :     For  the  reason  that  we  have  not  reached  the 
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parties  who  actually  spenl  the  money  in  the  campaign,  and  for 
the  reason  that  there  seems  to  be  an  effort  to  elect  Senator  Steph- 
enson before  we  do  reach  the  parties  who  actually  spent  this 
money  leaving  the  investigation  <>f  Senator  Stephenson  at  this 
time,  I  therefore  vote,  no. 

The  Clerk  :     Senator  Morris  : 

Senator  Morris :      For  the  same  reason,  I   vote.  no. 

The  Clerk:     Senator  Husting. 

Senator   I  [usting  :      No. 

The  Clerk:     Mr.  Bray. 

Mr.  Bray:     Yes. 

The  Clerk:      Mr.   In- alls. 

Mr.  ln-all>  :      Yes. 

The  Clerk  :     Mr.   I  [ambrecht. 

Mr.  I  [ambrecht :     Yes. 

The  Clerk  :      Whitman. 

Mr.  Whitman:  Gentlemen,  for  the  reason  that  I  fear  there  is 
a  little  deal  on  in  this  honorable  senate,  and  I  do  not  really  expect 
that  that  honorable  senate  is  going  to  fool  me  any  longer,  that  I 
ih>  not  feel  there  is  any  particular  sincerity  in  their  action  to  con- 
fine this  to  Senator  Stephenson,  and  also  for  fear  that  tomorrow 
morning  when  this  resolution  comes  up  that  it  may  pass,  and  this 
investigation  may  he  limited  to  Senator  Stephenson,  and  if  that 
is  the  case  we  won't  have  a  chance  to  put  these  gentlemen  on  the 
carpet  who  have  howled  so  much  for  this  investigation,  and  so 
much  about  political  purity,  1  am  going  to  vote  to  have  Mr.  Lush 
called  so  that  it  will  lie  in  evidence  that  certain  other  gentlemen 
in  the  honorable  legislature  have  been  receiving  money,  and  let 
them  clear  their  skirts,  so  I  vote —  (to  Senator  Morris)  How  did 
vuii  vote.  Senator. 

Senator   Morris:      I   voted   right. 

Mr.  Whitman:     I  want  to  vote  opposite  to  you.     I  vote,  no. 

Mr.  Bray:      (to  Mr.   Whitman)     You  vote  "Yes." 

Mr.  Whitman:     I  vote  aye,  yes. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     <t<>  Mr.  Whitman)     Which    way    do   you 

Vote.' 

Mr.  Whitman:     I  vote  aye. 
The  Clerk:     Mr.  Chappie. 
Mr.  Chappie:     I  vote  aye. 

The  Chairman:  The  motion  is  carried.  Mr.  Lush  will  he 
called. 
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Charles  K.  Lush,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

The  Witness:  If  you  simply  gel  the  facts  I  know,  instead  of 
my  opinions,  it  won't  take  near  as  long  to  gei  through  "with  me 
i1  did  to  gel  me  in. 

Mr.  Whitman:     I  would  like1  to  Know  where  Air.  Dick  is. 

A.  That  first  question  is  hard  to  answer.  I  don't  know  where 
he  is. 

Mr.  Whitman:     He  is  not  in  tin1  city 

The  Witness:     I  don't   know,  he  might  he. 

Mr.  Bray:  We  voted  on  the  25th  of  February  to  subpoena 
Mr.  Dick,  and  the  subpoena  was  sent  to  whatever  county  New 
London  is  in.  to  the  sheriff  of  Outagamie  county  I  think  it  is. 
lie  reports  that :  "I,  A.  <i.  Koch,  sheriff  of  Outagamie  county, 
do  hereby  certify  that  after  due  and  diligent  search  and  in- 
quiry this  27th  day  of  February.  1909,  I  am  unable  to  find  the 
within  named  \V.  II.  Lick,  of  New  London.  Wisconsin,  in  Outa- 
gamie county  or  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  and  further  certify 
that  by  reason  of  such  due  and  diligent  search  and  inquiry  I 
find  that  the  within  named  W.  II.  Dick  is  located  and  lives  in 
the  city  of  Phillips,  state  of  Mississippi." 

We  telegraphed  Mr.  Hatton  at  New  London  to  find  out  where 
Mr.  Dick  was.  and  if  be  was  going  to  produce  him  and  received 
the  following  reply.  '"Yours  of  date  to  AY.  II.  Hatton  signed 
Barrows.  Jr.,  undelivered,  Mr.  Hatton  out  of  town;  where- 
abouts unknown. 

New  London.  AVis..  March  2—09." 

So  far  as  this  office  knows  this  telegram  was  delivered.  This 
tele- ram  was  sent  yesterday.  Now  that  is  the  situation.  Are 
we  going  to  try  any  further  to  get  Air.  Dick,  or  is  Air.  Dick 
trying  to  stay  away  ? 

Senator  Dusting:  I  think  Mr.  Hatton  testified  on  his  ex- 
amination that  Air.  Dick  was  in  the  south,  and  he  was  willing 
and  ready  at  any  time  to  come  back. 

The  AVitness:     Did  you  send  a  telegram  last  night,  Air.  Bray? 

Air.  Bray :     Yes. 

The  AVitness:  It  would  take  twenty-four  hours  for  Air.  Dick 
to  get  here. 

Air.   Bray:     Wouldn't  he   answer  the  telegram.' 

The  AVitness :     He  may  have  answered. 

Air.  Bray:  Well,  I  wanted  to  bring  this  up.  anyway,  and 
they  can  do  as  they  like. 
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The  Chairman:  Mr.  [n galls,  Mr.  Bray  passes  the  examina?- 
t ion  over  to  you. 

I',.\  Mr.   [ngalls: 

Q  Vmii  Live  in   Madison  .' 

A.  Fes  sir. 

<,».  And  yon  know   Mr.  Hatton  .' 

A.  I  think  I  do;  I  am  not  certain. 

<t».  How  long  have  you  known  him? 

A  0,  "ft'  and  on   five  or  six  years. 

Q.     Y..M    ;isM>t.-«l   in    llis   Campaign  .' 

A.   Well.  I  think  In-  thinks  so. 

Q.Aboul   when  did  his  campaign  commenc 

A.  Well,  the  first  of  January  we  opened  some  headquarters 
in   Madison. 

Q.  And  you  continued  with  him  up  to  the  primary  election T 

A.   Yes 

Q.  Tin-  main  headquarters  were  at   Madison? 

A.  Why,  yes,  1  should  judge  so.  the  only  headquarters  I  saw. 

Q.  Was  the  campaign  money,  so  far  ;is  you  know,  principally 
distributed  from  Madison  .' 

A.  Well.  T  knew  nothing  about  that  until  after  the  expense 
account  was  filed.  All  I  know  is  that  this  money — my  state- 
ment shows  tin-  money  that  I  got,  and  how  I  expended  it  when 
it.     Prom  January  1st  to  Jun<    1st  T  got  a  total  of  ■- - 

Q.  We  have  that  account  typewritten.  You  have  it  before 
you.  have  you  ? 

A.   I  have  gol  the  book,  and  the  other  copy. 

Senator  Busting:     Wha1   page  is  it? 

Mr.  Ingalls:     494. 

Q.  Now.  who  else,  principally,  worked  with  you  here  at  Madi- 
son in  this  campaign  .' 

A.  How  do  you  mean,  "principally**' 

Q.  Well,  doing  the  same  kind  or  character  of  work  that  you 
were  doing,  if  any  on*- .' 

A.  Well,  for  the  first  five  months  I  looked  after  it  myself;  the 
general  publicity  campaign,  and  after  the  Chicago  convention 
-.rested  that  somebody  be  put  in  charge  for  a  campaign  man- 
ager. I  would  like  to  say  here  that  I  have  no  evidence  to  offer 
as  to  why  they  say  "campaign  manager."     I  didn't  have  that 
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title  during  the  campaign.  It  has  only  been  given  to  me  since 
.the  investigation  started;  sort  of  a  brevet. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  date  of  the  Chicago  convention  .' 

A,  I  do  not.     I  was  there. 

Q.  About  the  date.     Was  it  in  the  month  of  June? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Around  the  middle  of  June? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  so. 

Q.  Up  to  that  time  did  you  manage  the  Madison  office? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  during  that  time  how  much  money  did  you  receive 
for  distribution  in  campaign  work? 

A.  From  January  1st  to  June  1st  I  had  $800.  Out  of  that  I 
paid  the  office  rent,  and  a  young  man  helping  in  the  office,  and  a 
girl  there  fixing  up  lists;  so  it  amounted  to  $90  a  month.  During 
the  month  of  June  I  received  a  thousand  dollars  and  I  wish  to 
state  that  as  fast  as  I  received  this  money  from  Mr.  Hatton  I 
deposited  it  in  the  German  American  Bank  to  my  credit  and 
checked  out  against  it;  and  from  time  to  time  I  furnished  Mr. 
Hatton  with  an  itemized  statement ;  with  a  copy  of  this  (refer- 
ring to  itemized  statement).  This  is  a  copy  of  the  statement 
I  sent  him  from  time  to  time.  As  I  ran  out  of  money  I  sent 
him  a  statement  and  told  him  I  had  a  balance  of  say  $16.20.  and 
then  he  would  send  some  more. 

Mr.  Hambrecht:     You  refer  to  Exhibit  78? 

A.  Yes.  sir.  a  duplicate  of  this. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  After  you  finished  handling  the  campaign  liere.  that  is. 
handling  money  in  connection  with  it.  who  took  charge  of  it? 

A.  Mr.  Dick  took  charge  of  it.  I  said  to  them  that  they  had 
better  put  somebody  in  for  the  political  organization.  T  had 
nothing  to  do  with  any  of  the  organization.  I  looked  it  over 
and  I  do  not  find  any  amounts  which  I  paid  anybody  for  politi- 
cal work.  I  did  write  the  checks.  When  Mr.  Dick  came  down 
here  Mr.  Hatton  sent  the  checks  made  out,  to  "W.  H.  Dick." 
Dick  would  indorse  them  and  then  turn  them  over  to  me.  and  I 
would  put  them  in  the  bank  to  the  "C.  H.  Lush"  account  there. 

Q.  Up  to  the  time  Mr.  Dick  came  into  this,  and  took  charge 
of  the  money  business,  you  received,  in  all.  how  much? 

A.  Well.   I   don't  know  exactly:   going  over  the  checks  will 


